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D   REF   388.411  R299 


Report  of  public  scoping 
process  on  alternatives 
1994  . 


REPORT  ON  THE  PUBLIC  SCOPING  PROCESS 
FOR  92.202E  &  94.060E 

(ALTERNATIVES  TO  REPLACEMENT  OF  THE 
EMBARCADERO  FREEWAY  AND  THE 
TERMINAL  SEPARATOR  STRUCTURE) 


INTRODUCTION 

The  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  and  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  (NEPA)  each  include  requirements  for  analyzing  the  environmental  impacts  of 
proposed  public  projects.  To  meet  these  requirements,  the  San  Francisco  Department  of 
City  Planning  (DCP),  along  with  the  Califomia  Department  of  Transportation  (Caltrans) 
and  the  Federal  Highway  Administration  (FHWA),  will  prepare  a  joint  Environmental 
Impact  Statement/Environmental  Impact  Report  (EIS/EIR)  analyzing  altematives  to 
replacement  of  the  elevated  Embarcadero  Freeway  and  its  ramp  system,  referred  to  as  the 
Terminal  Separator  Structure  (TSS).  Both  the  Embarcadero  Freeway  and  the  TSS  were 
demolished  as  a  result  of  the  damage  sustained  in  the  1989  Loma  Prieta  earthquake. 

On  September  14, 1992,  a  public  meeting  was  held  by  City  officials  to  solicit  comments  on 
the  proposed  scope  of  an  EIS/EIR  to  evaluate  various  roadway  altematives  that  could 
replace  the  elevated  Embarcadero  Freeway  (between  Folsom  Street  and  Broadway).  This 
project  was  referred  to  as  the  Mid-Embarcadero  Roadway  Replacement  Project. 

In  1993,  the  Terminal  Separator  Structure  (the  network  of  ramps  that  formerly  connected  1-80 
and  the  Bay  Bridge  with  the  financial  district  and  the  Embarcadero  Corridor)  was  demolished. 
In  June  1993,  Caltrans  prepared  to  go  out  to  bid  for  a  single-deck  replacement  facility  for  the 
TSS  but,  at  the  request  of  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors,  postponed  action  to  allow 
City  staff  to  examine  viable  alternatives  to  in-kind  replacement.  The  resulting  study  compared 
pre-earthquake,  existing  and  potential  future  traffic  conditions  with  and  without  the  TSS. 
Subsequently,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  directed  City  staff  to  integrate  some  of  the  identified 
TSS  altematives  into  the  EIS/EIR  already  underway  on  the  Mid-Embarcadero  Roadway 
Replacement  Project.  The  City,  Caltrans  and  the  FHWA  also  agreed  that  the  public  should  be 
given  an  opportunity  to  comment  on  project  altematives  and  on  the  scope  of  the  expanded 
EIS/EIR. 
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On  February  28,  1994,  a  scoping  meeting  was  held  for  that  purpose,  from  noon  to 
7:30  p.m.,  in  the  State  Building,  455  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  San  Francisco.  Written 
comments  were  also  accepted  until  5:00  p.m.  on  March  21,  1994  when  the  official 
comment  period  was  closed. 

PREPARATION  FOR  THE  SCOPING  PROCESS 

The  scoping  meeting  was  planned  by  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  the  Department  of 
City  Planning,  the  Waterfront  Transportation  Projects  office  of  the  City's  Chief 
Administrative  Officer  and  the  consultant  team  headed  by  Parsons  Brinckerhoff  Quade  & 
Douglas  (PBQ&D). 

Public  Notice 

In  addition  to  official  public  notice  of  the  meeting  through  display  advertising  in  the 
Sunday  San  Francisco  Chronicle/Examiner  and  the  San  Francisco 
Independent  (see  Appendix  A),  notices  were  sent  to  more  than  2,000  individuals  and 
organizations  and  to  govemment  agencies  interested  in  and/or  affected  by  the  project.  The 
packet  mailed  (Appendix  B)  provided  a  historical  overview  of  the  project,  detailed 
background  information  on  the  site,  descriptions  of  the  alternatives  initially  identified  for 
further  study  in  the  expanded  EIS/EIR,  and  a  listing  of  potential  environmental  impacts  to 
be  assessed. 

The  same  information  was  distributed  to  over  200  key  electronic  and  print  media 
representatives.  (See  Appendix  C  for  a  copy  of  the  entire  mailing  list.) 

Scoping  Meeting  Time  Period 

To  accommodate  the  public,  the  scoping  meeting  was  held  over  a  seven  and  one-half  hour 
period  (from  noon  to  7:30  p.m.).  During  this  time,  schematic  drawings  of  seven  potential 
alternatives  were  on  display  and  written  comments  from  members  of  the  public  were 
accepted.  The  registration  desk  was  open  for  the  entire  period  and  a  City  staff  person  was 
available  to  respond  to  questions. 
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Materials  Distributed 


An  information  packet,  distributed  to  everyone  wiio  attended,  included: 

•  a  Registration  Card,  which  could  be  used  to  identify  those  wishing  to  present 

oral  testimony 

•  a  Workbook  containing  an  agenda,  background  information  on  the  study, 

schematic  drawings  and  descriptions  of  the  preliminary  alternatives,  a 
glossary  of  transportation  terms  and  a  list  of  common  abbreviations 

•  a  Comments  Form  for  the  use  of  participants  who  chose  not  to  comment 

publicly,  but  who  wished  to  express  their  opinions,  and 

•  an  Evaluation  Form  for  comments  on  the  planning,  location  and  time  of  the 

scoping  meeting 

Appendix  D  contains  copies  of  these  materials. 
Meeting  Format 

City  staff  made  brief  oral  presentations  on  the  proposed  EIS/EIR  at  two  sessions  (one  at 
noon,  and  the  other  at  5:30  in  the  evening),  each  of  which  was  followed  by  an  opportunity 
for  oral  testimony  by  members  of  the  public.  (A  full  transcript  of  both  sessions  was 
prepared  and  is  included  as  Appendix  E.) 

ALTERNATIVES  PRESENTED  FOR  PUBLIC  CONSIDERATION 

In  advance  of  the  scoping  meeting,  the  City  had  identified  seven  alternatives  for  analysis 
during  the  preparation  of  the  expanded  EIS/EIR. 

Alternative  1:  No  Build  Conditions  as  of  2015 

Three  lanes  in  each  direction  on  The  Embarcadero  from  Broadway  to 
Howard  Street;  an  off-ramp  to  Fremont  Street;  an  Essex  Street  on-ramp  to 
the  Bay  Bridge;  a  First  Street  on-ramp  to  the  Bay  Bridge;  an  off -ramp  to 
Fremont  and  Harrison  Streets;  a  Sterling  Street  on-ramp  to  the  Bay  Bridge 
for  carpools  only  during  peak  period. 


Alternative  2:  No  TSS;  Improve  Embarcadero  Surface  Road 

Realigned  surface  roadway  with  three  lanes  in  each  direction  between 
Broadway  and  Howard  Streets  (during  peak  periods);  two  lanes  plus  a 
parking  lane  during  off-peak;  an  off-ramp  to  Fremont  Street;  an  Essex 
Street  on-ramp  to  the  Bay  Bridge;  a  First  Street  on-ramp  to  the  Bay  Bridge; 
an  off-ramp  to  Fremont  and  Harrison  Streets;  a  Sterling  Sa-eet  on-ramp  to 
the  Bay  Bridge  for  carpools  only  during  peak  period. 


Alternative  3:  New  Ramps  at  2nd  Street:  Improve  Embarcadero 
Surface  Road 

Realigned  surface  roadway  with  three  lanes  in  each  direction  between 
Broadway  and  Howard  Street  (during  peak  periods);  two  lanes  plus  a 
parking  lane  during  off-peak;  a  modified  off-ramp  to  Fremont  and  Folsom 
Streets;  an  Essex  Street  on-ramp  to  the  Bay  Bridge  for  carpools  only  during 
peak  period;  an  off-ramp  to  Fremont  and  Harrison  Streets;  a  Sterling  Street 
on-ramp  opened  to  mixed  use;  a  new  on-ramp  at  Second  Street;  a  new  off- 
ramp  at  Second  Street. 


Alternative  4:  Modifications  to  Existing  Ramps:  Improve  Embarcadero 
Surface  Road 

Realigned  surface  roadway  with  three  lanes  in  each  direction  between 
Broadway  and  Howard  Street  (during  peak  periods);  two  lanes  plus  a 
parking  lane  in  off-peak;  a  modified  off-ramp  to  Fremont  and  Folsom 
Streets;  an  Essex  Street  on-ramp  to  the  Bay  Bridge  for  carpools  only  during 
peak  period;  a  First  Street  on-ramp  to  the  Bay  Bridge;  an  off-ramp  to 
Fremont  and  Harrison  Streets;  a  Sterling  Street  on-ramp  opened  to  mixed 
use 


Alternative  5:  Rebuild  TSS  with  Ramos  to  a  Wider  Embarcadero 
Surface  Road 

Realigned  surface  roadway  with  four  lanes  in  each  direction  between 
Broadway  and  Howard  Street  (during  peak  periods);  three  lanes,  plus 
a  parking  lane,  in  off-peak;  an  off-ramp  to  Fremont  Street;  an  Essex  Street 
on-ramp  to  the  Bay  Bridge;  a  First  Street  on-ramp  to  the  Bay  Bridge;  an  off- 
ramp  to  Fremont  and  Harrison  Streets;  a  Sterling  Street  on-ramp  to  the  Bay 
Bridge  for  carpools  only  during  peak  period;  rebuilt  Main  and  Beale  off- 
and  on-ramps;  a  rebuilt  ramp  connection  to  The  Embarcadero;  rebuilt  on- 
and  off-ramps  to  and  from  US  101  South;  a  rebuilt  "fly-over"  ramp  to  the 
Bay  Bridge. 


Alternative  6:  Rebuild  TSS  with  Ramps  to  a  Partiallv  Sub-surface 
Road  on  The  Embarcadero 

Realigned  surface  roadway  with  four  lanes  in  each  direction  beatween 
Broadway  and  Howard  Street  (during  peak  periods);  northbound  lanes 
below  grounmd  between  Mission  and  Washington  Streets;  southbound 
lanes  curve  to  provide  a  public  plaza;  an  off-ramp  to  Fremont  Street;  an 
Essex  Street  on-ramp  to  the  Bay  Bridge;  a  First  Street  on-ramp  to  the  Bay 
Bridge;  an  off-ramp  to  Fremont  and  Harrison  Streets;  a  Sterling  Street  on- 
ramp  to  the  Bay  Bridge  for  carpools  only  during  peak  period;  rebuilt  Main 
and  Beale  off-and  on-ramps;  a  rebuilt  ramp  connection  to  The  Embarcadero; 
rebuilt  on- and  off-ramps  to  and  from  US  101  South;  a  rebuilt  "fly-over" 
ramp  to  the  Bay  Bridge.  . 


Alternative  7:  New  Ramos  at  Second  Street;  Partially  Sub-surface 
Road  on  The  Embarcadero 

Realigned  surface  roadway  with  four  lanes  in  each  direction  between 
Broadway  and  Howard  Street  (during  peak  periods);  northbound  lanes 
below  ground  between  Mission  and  Washington  Streets;  southbound  lanes 
curve  to  provide  a  public  plaza;  a  modified  off-ramp  to  Fremont  and  Folsom 
Streets;  an  Essex  Street  on-ramp  to  the  Bay  Bridge  for  carpools  only  during 
peak  period;  a  First  Street  on-ramp  to  the  Bay  Bridge;  an  off-ramp  to 
Fremont  and  Haixison  Streets;  a  Sterling  Street  on-ramp  opened  to  mixed 
use;  a  new  on-ramp  at  Harrison  Street;  a  new  off-ramp  at  Second  Street. 

More  detailed  descriptions  and  schematic  drawings  of  each  of  the  seven  alternatives  can  be 
found  in  the  Workbook  included  in  Appendix  D. 

SUMMARY  OF  PARTICIPATION 

Ninety-seven  people  attended  the  scoping  meeting,  including  twenty-one  representatives  of 
government  agencies  and  four  media  representatives  (see  Appendix  E  for  a  list  of  those  in 
attendance).  Twelve  people  gave  oral  testimony  during  the  noon  session  and  twenty  during 
the  evening  session.  Some  participants  commented  as  individuals;  others  as  organizational 
representatives  from  groups  such  as:  San  Francisco  Tomorrow  and  the  Sunset  Parkside 
Education  and  Action  Committee  (SPEAK);  neighborhood  improvement,  resident  and 
homeowner  associations  from  Russian  Hill,  Bayside  Plaza,  Chinatown,  South  of  Market 
(SOMA),  Telegraph  Hill  and  Cole  Valley;  business  associations  from  downtown,  SOMA 
and  Chinatown;  and  transit  and  bicycle  advocates  (Chinatown  TRIP  and  the  S.F.  Bicycle 
Advisory  Committee). 

Fifty-one  letters  were  received,  representing  the  views  of  ninety  signators  who,  in  several 
cases,  identified  themselves  as  spokespeople  for  organizations.  Staff  members  from  five 
government  agencies  also  sent  letters.  Sixteen  (16)  people  completed  and  submitted 
"Comments"  forms  (Appendix  F  provides  a  compilation  of  tiieir  comments);  and  ten 
filled  out  evaluation  forms  (compiled  in  Appendix  G). 

Both  oral  and  written  comments  are  summarized  in  the  report;  Appendix  E  contains  the 
full  transcript  of  the  oral  testimony  at  the  scoping  meeting  and  copies  of  all  letters  received 
are  included  in  Appendix  H. 
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Several  individuals  participated  in  the  scoping  process  in  multiple  ways:  by  attending  and 
speaking  at  the  scoping  meeting,  submitting  supplementary  written  statements,  completing 
the  "comments"  and  "evaluation"  forms  and  providing  detailed  drawings  of  alternative 
alignments  for  the  roadway  and  the  proposed  ramps. 

SUMMARY  OF  ORAL  COMMENTS  AT  SCOPFNG  MEETING 

During  the  scoping  meeting,  comments  ranged  widely  and  no  consensus  developed  for  a 
single  "preferred"  alternative.  The  following  are  highlights  of  the  testimony;  the  full 
transcript  of  the  meeting  can  be  found  in  Appendix  E. 

*  A  freeway  ramp  exiting  on  Second  Street  (as  suggested  in  Alternatives  3  and  7) 

"would  destroy  the  integrity"  of  the  neighborhood. 

*  There  is  an  "exciting  renaissance"  going  on  in  the  area  which  would  be  negatively 

affected  by  "dumping"  freeway  traffic  on  to  Second  Street. 

*  Emphasis  should  be  on  reducing,  not  increasing  vehicular  traffic  in  area; 

the  pedestrian  experience  should  dominate;  the  Embarcadero  Roadway 
should  be  treated  as  a  city  street,  not  a  freeway. 

*  The  time  schedule  for  completing  the  F-Line  should  be  accelerated  to  keep  autos 

out  of  Fisherman's  Wharf  and  relieve  the  Cable  Car  congestion;  the  line 
should  go  south  as  well  as  north  on  The  Embarcadero. 

*  The  City  should  "seize  the  moment"  to  reinforce  its  transit  policy  for  the 

waterfront. 

*  It  is  important  to  make  The  Embarcadero  a  people-friendly  street  and  to  create 

open  space  areas  for  the  recreational  use  of  residents  and  visitors. 

In  the  mid-day  session,  a  number  of  participants  opposed  Alternatives  3  and  7  because  both 
proposed  new  ramps  on  Second  Street.  Those  who  spoke  in  opposition  expressed  concern 
about  the  potential  traffic  impacts  of  Alternatives  3  and  7  on  what  was  identified  as  a  "new 
residential/business  community"  emerging  in  the  South  of  Market  (SOMA)  area. 
Most  participants  supported  the  Board  of  Supervisors'  position  that  the  Terminal  Separator 
Structure  should  not  be  rebuilt  and  that  Alternatives  5  and  6  should  not  be  the  subject  of 
detailed  study. 


In  the  evening  session,  representatives  of  the  Chinese  community  expressed  the  opinion 
that  demolition  of  the  elevated  Embarcadero  Freeway  and  the  TSS  has  gready  affected 
access  to  Chinatown. and  one  representative  stated  she  was  "dismayed"  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors'  decision  to  reject  rebuilding  the  TSS  without  undertaking  a  full  analysis  of 
potential  traffic  impacts  of  the  decision  on  northeastern  San  Francisco. 

Several  speakers  called  for  a  "full  accounting"  on  all  the  waterfront  projects  and  requested 
specific  data  on  the  dollars  that  have  already  been  expended,  the  money  remaining,  and 
potendal  new  sources  of  funds.  The  same  individuals  also  requested  a  report  on  land  use 
in  the  area.  How  much  vacant  land  is  currendy  available?  Who  owns  it?  What  are  the 
Port's  plans  for  use  of  the  land?  The  speakers  urged  that  the  EIS/EIR  address  all  these 
issues  and  not  be  narrowly  focused  on  the  proposed  roadway  alignments. 

The  open  space  area  at  mid-Embarcadero  received  quite  a  bit  of  attention  from  participants, 
who  generally  supported  the  concept  of  an  enhanced  plaza  area,  although  there  was  some 
disagreement  on  the  specific  street  alignments  that  would  produce  the  most  usable  and 
attractive  "people  plaza." 

A  few  speakers  asked  that  the  EIS/EIR  address  bicycle  lanes;  others  wanted  more  attention 
paid  to  possible  undergrounding  of  portions  of  the  roadway;  still  others  wanted  to  know 
how  the  waterfront  plans  would  be  integrated  into  the  plans  for  both  the  Ferry  Building  and 
the  Transbay  Terminal.  Several  speakers  encouraged  the  study  team  to  be  more  flexible  in 
identifying  and  evaluating  a  range  of  roadway  configurations  that  would  reduce  auto  traffic 
in  the  area,  maximize  transit,  and  allow  the  creation  of  a  significant  people- oriented  open 
space  at  the  foot  of  Market  Street. 

Participants  also  requested  that  information  on  the  study's  progress  be  accessible  to  them 
over  the  course  of  the  next  year.  They  suggested  that  copies  of  study  documents  be  placed 
in  the  Main  Library  and  in  neighborhood  branch  libraries. 

SUMMARY  OF  WRITTEN  STATEMENTS 

Fifty-one  written  statements  were  submitted  by  the  end  of  the  comment  period.  The  bulk  of 
the  comments  came  from  residents  and  businesses  in  the  Second  Street  aiea  who  strongly 
opposed  the  building  of  any  new  ramps  on  Second  Street  (proposed  in  Alternatives  3 


and  7).  Letters  ranged  from  brief  standardized  notes  decrying  the  effects  on  the  new  SOMA 
neighborhood  to  detailed  communications  offering  alternative  suggestions  such  as 
expanding  the  existing  Fourth  Street  off-ramp.  A  few  people  (who  did  not  live  in  the 
Second  Street  neighborhood)  indicated  that  Alternative  3  offered  positive  options. 
However,  in  addition  to  the  many  individual  communications  opposing  Alternative  3, 
twenty-seven  residents  and  business  owners  in  the  Second  Street  area  signed  a  petition 
charging  that  Altemative  3  would  "turn  streets  into  parking  lots  and  potentially  back  traffic 
onto  the  freeway"  while  creating  dangerous  situations  for  pedestrians.  A  few  people 
submitted  designs  for  altemative  ahgnments,  describing  the  advantages  of  their  proposals 
when  compared  to  either  Altemative  3  or  7. 

Several  people  suggested  that  the  City  use  this  opportunity  to  create  an  entirely  new 
transportation  "interlink"  and  that  the  EIS/EIR  include  assessments  of  such  possibihties  as 
a  multi-modal  transportation  terminal  on  a  new  site  other  than  the  present  Transbay 
Terminal  site.  A  number  of  people  urged  the  various  City  and  state  agencies  to  work 
together  to  study  more  creative  ways  to  address  San  Francisco's  transportation  needs. 

Copies  of  all  the  written  statements  received  during  the  scoping  period  are  included  in 
Appendix  H. 


The  results  of  the  scoping  process  reaffmn  the  deep  interest  that  many  people  have  in 
projects  in  the  vicinity  of  downtown  San  Francisco  and  the  waterfront.  Concerns  about 
automobile  access,  transit  service  and  the  pedestrian  environment  were  frequently  raised 
and  many  people  took  the  time  to  offer  detailed  recommendations. 

All  the  alternatives  suggested  by  members  of  the  public,  along  with  proposed  "variants"  or 
modifications  to  the  altematives  initially  presented  by  the  City,  will  be  described  in  the 


CONCLUSION 


EIS/EIR. 
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APPENDIX  A 


Notice  of  Scoping  Meeting 
appearing  in  the 
San  Francisco  Examiner/Chronicle 
(Sunday,  February  20,  1994) 
and  in  the 
San  Francisco  Independent 
(Tuesday,  February  22,  1994) 


APPENDIX 


PUBLIC  NOTICE  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  REVIEW  PROCESS 

(SCOPING  MEETING) 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  througli  the  Department  of  City  Planning 
Office  of  Environmental  Review,  hereby  gives  notice  of  a 

PUBLIC  MEETING  -  MONDAY,  FEBRUARY  28, 1994 
at  th«  Old  State  Building,  Rooin  1194,  455  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  San  Francisco 

for  the  purpose  of  receiving  public  comments  on  the 

Environmental  Impact  Statement/Environmental  impact  Report  (EIS/EIR)  on  Replacement 
AltematKes  for  the  Terminal  Separator  Structure  and  the  Embarcadero  Freeway 

A  public  scoping  meeting  was  held  on  September  14,  1992  to  define  the  scope  of  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement/Environmental  Impact  Report  (EIS/EIR)  analyzing  proposed 
alternatives  to  the  elevated  Embarcadero  Freeway.  That  original  project  has  now  been  expanded  to 
Include  an  analysis  of  alternatives  to  the  Terminal  Separator  Structure  (TSS).  The  Project,  as 
described  below,  may  have  significant  effects  on  the  environment  and  an  EIS/EIR  will  be 
prepared.  The  combined  EIS/EIR  will  meet  the  requirements  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  (NEPA)  and  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA).  The  map  below  shows  the 
geographic  boundaries  of  the  proposed  project 


Looatad  In  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  the  Project  would  construct  a  roadway  and 
ramp  tystom  to  replace  the  TSS  and  the  elevated  Embarcadero  Freeway  demolished  after  the 
1989  Loma  Prleta  Earthquake. 

The  following  altamatlva  were  recommended  by  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supaivlsors  for 
malysis  ki  the  ElS/ElR: 
3.  No  Build 

(Essentially  the  current  downtown  street  network  and  ramp  connections) 

2.  Embarcadero  Surface  Roadway  wKh  No  TSS 

(Reconstruction  of  the  Embarcadero  Roadway  between  Fblsom  and  Broadway  as  a  4  to  6 
lane  roadway) 

3.  Embarcadero  Surface  Roadway  wtth  New  Ramps  at  Second  Street 

(Similar  roadway  configuration  as  Aitemative  2,  but  new  ramps  toArom  ^80  and  U.S.  101 
at  Second  and  Hamson  Streets) 

4.  Embarcadero  Surface  Roadway  with  Modlflcatlons  to  Existing  System 

(Similar  roadway  configuration  as  Alternative  3,  but  without  the  new  ramps) 

In  addition,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  has  directed  staff  to  pursue  Investigation  of  another 
aKematJve  offarirtg  mora  direct  access  to  the  waterfront. 

The  following  attamatlves  were  rejected  by  the  San  Fraitclsco  Board  of  Supervisors: 

5.  Embarcadero  Surface  Roadway  wtth  the  TSS 

(A  4-6  lane  surface  roadway  on  The  Embarcadero,  with  reconstruction  of  the  TSS) 
8.  Partially  Subsurface  Embarcadero  Roadway  with  the  TSS 

(Similar  to  Aitemative  5,  except  northbound  Embarcadero  lanes  would  be  subsurface 
between  Mission  and  Washington  Streets) 

The  following  alternative  has  also  been  suggested  for  analysis  In  the  EIS/EIR: 

7.  Partially  subsurface  Embarcadero  Roadway  wKh  new  ramps  at  SecoiKl  Street  , 

(Similar  roadway  to  Aitemative  6,  without  the  TSS  but  with  the  new  ramps  proposed  in 
Alternative  3) 

The  suggested  alternatives  are  preliminary.  The  purpose  of  the  scoping  meeting  is  to  solicit  the 
views  of  interested  individuals  and  organizations  in  order  to  ensure  that  all  possible  alternatives 
and  potential  environmental  effects  are  identified  before  a  final  decision  is  reached  on  which 
alternatives  will  be  fully  evaluated  in  the  expanded  EIS/EIR.  Graphic  materials  will  be  on  display 
from  Noon  to  7:30  p.m.  and  written  comments  may  also  be  delivered  during  this  period.  Oral 
comments  from  the  public  will  be  accepted  in  two  separate  time  periods  on  the  day  of  the  Public 
Scoping  Meeting  (Monday,  February  28): 

12  Noon  -  2:00  p.m.  and  5:30  p.m.  •  7:30  p.m. 

Interested  persons  may  also  submit  written  comments,  befors  5:00  p.m.  on  March  21,  1934, 

directly  to: 

Barbara  W.  Sahm,  Office  of  Environmental  Review 
Department  of  City  Planning,  450  McAllister  Street,  San  Francisco.  Ca  94102 

If  you  would  like  further  infonnation  about  this  project  and  about  the  public  scoping  meeting, 
please  call  the  Waterfront  Transportation  Projects  Office,  (415)  554-5780. 


Notice  of 
Public  Scoping 
Meeting 


Appeared  in 
SF  Chron/Examiner 
Sunday,  February  20,  1994 

and 

San  Francisco 
Independent 
Tuesday,  February  22,  1994 
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APPENDIX  B 


PUBLIC 
SCOPING  MEETING 

Monday,  Febraaiy  28,  1994 

(Noon  to  7:30 

at  the 

Old  State  Building,  Koom  1194^ 
455  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT 

REPORT  (mS/EIR)  ON 
REPLACEMENT  ALTERNATIVES  FOR  THE  TERMINAL  SEPARATOR 
STRUCTURE  (TSS)  AND  THE  EMBARCADERO  HIEEWAV 


Oral  comments  will  be  received  hetween  12:00  Noon  and  2j00p,m^  and  again 
between  530  p.m.  and  730  pjn.  Graphic  materials  zcfill  be  on  display  from  Noon 
to  730  p.m.  and  zvritten  comments  will  also  he  accepted  during  this  entire 
period.. 


The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  the  Cahfomia  Department  of  Transportation  (Caltrans)  and 
the  Federal  Highway  Administration  (FHWA)  will  prepare  a  combined  Environmental  Impact 
Statement/Environmental  Impact  Report  (EIS/EIR)  to  analyze  replacement  alternatives  for  the 
Embarcadero  Freeway  and  the  ramps  (called  the  Terminal  Separator  Structure)  which  connected 
northeastern  San  Frandsco  to  1-80  eastbound  and  U.S.  101  southbound.  The  elevated  freeway  and 
ramps  were  badly  damaged  during  the  Loma  Prieta  earthquake  in  October  1989  and  later  were 
demolished  as  unsafe.  A  scoping  meeting  was  held  on  September  14, 1992  to  define  the  scope  of  an 
EIS/EIR  analyzing  proposed  alternatives  to  the  Embarcadero  elevated  freeway.  That  original 
Project  has  now  been  expanded  to  include  an  analysis  of  alternatives  to  the  Terminal  Separator 
Structure  (TSS). 

This  scoping  meeting  is  designed  to  give  the  public  an  opportunity  to  comment  on  the  scope  and  possible 
environmental  effects  of  the  expanded  Project  and  on  the  alternatives  which  have  been  initially 
identified  for  analysis.  After  the  comments  received  during  the  scoping  process  have  been  reviewed,  a 
decision  will  be  made  on  which  alternatives  will  ultimately  be  evaluated  in  the  expanded  EIS/EIR. 

Written  comments  may  also  be  submitted,  before  5KX)  pan.  on  March  21, 1994,  to: 

Barbara  W.  Sahm,  Environmental  Review  Officer,  Department  of  City  Planning, 
450  McAllister  Street,  San  Francisco  CA  94102. 

For  further  information  on  the  Project,  contact:  Waterfront  Transportation  Projects, 
Office  of  the  CAO,  289  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  (415)  554-5780. 
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450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


February  18,  1994 


TO:  interested  Parties 

From:  Barbara  W.  Sahm,  Environmental  Review  Officer 

RE:  Expanded  EIS/EIR  for  Replacement  of  Two  Earthquake-Damaged 

Transportation  Facilities  in  Downtown  San  Francisco 


The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  the  California  Department  of  Transportation  (Caltrans), 
and  the  Federal  Highway  Administration  will  prepare  a  combined  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  and  Environmental  Impact  Report  (EIS/EIR)  to  analyze  replacement  alternatives  for 
the  Embarcadero  Freeway  and  the  ramps  which  connected  it  to  the  Bay  Bridge  and 
I-80/U.S.101  (ramps  called  the  "Terminal  Separator  Structure").  This  EIS/EIR  will  make  use  of 
the  analyses  begun  for  the  Mid-Em barcadero  Roadway  Replacement  Project  EIS/EIR,  but  will 
sutDstantially  increase  the  scope  of  that  study. 

Public  comments  on  the  alternatives  being  proposed  for  analysis  and  on  potential 
environmental  effects  are  welcome.  To  aid  you  in  preparing  your  comments  and  in 
communicating  them  to  project  decision-makers,  the  following  materials  are  attached: 

0  a  description  of  project  alternatives  currently  being  considered; 

0  notice  of  a  scoping  meeting  to  be  held  on  Monday,  February  28,  1 994; 

0  a  legal  Notice  of  Preparation  &  Determination  that  an  EIR  is  Required;  and 

0  a  list  of  potential  environmental  effects  to  be  considered  in  the  EIS/EIR. 

Written  comments  on  the  alternatives  proposed  and  on  the  scope  of  the  environmental 
analysis  should  be  submitted  within  30  days  of  this  notice  to: 

Barbara  W.  Sahm 
Environmental  Review  Officer 
Department  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

If  you  have  questions  about  the  environmental  review  process,  please  contact  Hillary  Gitelman 
of  the  Department  of  City  Planning  at  558-6384.  Questions  about  the  altematives  being 
considered  may  be  addressed  to  the  Chief  Administrative  Officer's  Waterfront  Transportation 
Office  at  554-5780. 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Department  of  City  Planning 


ADMINISTRATON  CITY  PLANNIhJG  COMMISSION  PLANS  AND  PROGRAMS  IMPLEMENTATION  /  ZONING 

(4,5)  55a-6414  {415)558^14  (415)558^  (415)558^77 

jj  _2  FAX:  558-6426  FAX:  558-6409 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Department  of  City  Planning 


450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  OA  94102 


Notice  of  Preparation 


TO: 


Responsible  Agencies 


FROM: 


The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Department  of  City  Planning 
Office  of  Environmental  Review 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


RE: 


Notice  of  Preparation  of  a  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Report 


A  Notice  of  Preparation  dated  August  21,  1992  indicated  that  a  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Report  was  to  be  prepared  for  the  Mid-Embarcadero  Roadway  Replacement  Project.  That 
original  project  has  now  been  expanded,  and  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  the 
California  Department  of  Transportation  (Caltrans),  and  the  Federal  Highway  Administration 
will  be  lead  agencies  and  will  prepare  a  combined  Environmental  Impact  Report  and 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIR/EIS)  for  the  following  expanded  project: 

92.202E  &  94.060E:  Replacement  Alternatives  for  the  Embarcadero  Freeway  and 
the  Terminal  Separator  Structure 

Located  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  the  expanded  project  would  constmct  a 
roadway  and  ramp  system  connecting  the  waterfront  and  downtown  San  Francisco  to  the  Bay 
Bridge  and  U.S.  101.  The  roadway  and  ramp  system  would  replace  the  elevated  freeway  and 
ramp  structure  demolished  after  the  1989  Loma  Prieta  Earthquake.  A  description  of  project 
altematives  currently  being  considered,  and  a  list  of  the  potential  environmental  effects  are 
included  in  the  attached  materials.  Pursuant  to  the  State  CEQA  Guidelines,  Section  15063, 
an  EIR  will  cleariy  be  required  and  no  Initial  Study  has  been  prepared.  All  Initial  Study 
checklist  items  will  be  analyzed  in  the  EIR/EIS. 

We  need  to  know  the  views  of  your  agency  as  to  the  scope  and  content  of  the  environmental 
infonnation  which  is  gemnane  to  your  agency's  statutory  responsibilities  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  project.  Your  agency  will  need  to  use  the  EIR/EIS  prepared  by  our  agency  when 
cdnsidering  your  pennit  or  other  approval  for  the  project. 

Due  to  the  time  limits  mandated  by  State  law,  your  response  must  be  sent  at  the  eariiest 
possible  date,  but  no  later  than  30  days  after  receipt  of  this  notice.  Please  send  your 
response  to  Hillary  Gitelman  at  the  address  shown  above.  Please  include  the  name  of  a 
contact  person  in  your  agency. 


Environmental  Review  Officer 
(415)  558-6378 


ADMIMSTRATON 
(415)  558-6414 


CITY  PLANNING  COMMISSION 
(415)  558-6414 


PLANS  AND  PROGRAMS 
(415)  558-6264 


IMPLEMENTATION  /  ZONING 
(415)  558-6377 


FAX:  558-6409 
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NOTICE  THAT  AN 
ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  REPORT 
IS  DETERMINED  TO  BE  REQUIRED 


Date  of  this  Notice:  February  18,  1994 

Load  Agency:     City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  Dept.  of  City  Planning 

450  McAllister  Street  -  6th  Floor,   San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Agency  Contact  Person:     Hillary  Gitelman  Telephone:     (415)  558-6384 

Project  Title:         92.202E  &  94.060E:     Replacement  Alternatives  for  the 

Embarcadero  Freeway  and  the  Terminal  Separator  Structure 
Project  Sponsor:     City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,   Department  of  Public  Works 
Project  Contact  Person:     Sara  Pickus 

Project  Address:     The  Embarcadero  Roadway,   Ramps,   and  Vicinity,   from  Broadway, 

South  to  the  Bay  Bridge  and  I-80/U.S.101 
Assessor's  Block  and  Lots:     Public  Right-of -Way ,   including,  but  not  limited 
to:   Block  139;  Block  140,   Lots  7  and  8;  Block  141,   Lot  11;  Block  165,   Lot  21; 
Block  202,   Lots  6,    14,   and  15;  Block  203,   Lots  13  and  14;  Block  3718,   Lots  25 
and  27;  Block  3736,   Lots  18  and  120;  Block  3737,  Lots  5,   12,  and  27;  Block 
3738,   Lot  4;  Block  3739,   Lot  8;  Block  3740,   Lot  27;  Block  3741,   Lot  33;  Block 
3742,   Lot  3,   4,    12,   and  13;  Block  3749,   Lot  64. 
City  and  County:     San  Francisco 

Project  Description:     The  project  proposal  would  construct  a  roadway  and  ramp 
system  connecting  the  waterfront  and  downtown  San  Francisco  to  the  Bay  Bridge 
and  I-80/U,S . 101 .     The  roadway  and  ramp  system  would  replace  the  elevated 
freeway  and  ramp  structure  known  as  the  Embarcadero  Freeway  and  the  Terminal 
Separator  Structure,  which  were  damaged  in  the  1989  Loma  Prieta  Earthquake  and 
subsequently  removed.     Alternative  configurations  are  currently  being 
considered,   along  with  a  no-build  scenario.     Each  build  alternative  would 
include  improvements  along  the  Embarcadero  between  Broadway  and  Folsom 
Streets,   and  some  would  add  or  reconfigure  exit  and  entrance  ramps  to  the  Bay 
Bridge/I-80/U.S .  101 .     This  notice  supersedes  one  for  project  number  92.202E, 
dated  August  21,  1992. 

THIS  PROJECT  MAY  HAVE  A  SIGNIFICANT  EFFECT  ON  THE  ENVIRONMENT  AND  AN 
ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  REPORT  IS  REQUIRED.     This  determination  is  based  upon  the 
criteria  of  the  Guidelines  of  the  State  Secretary  for  Resources,   Section  15063 
(Irtitial  Study),   15064   (Determining  Significant  Effect),  and  15065  (Mandatory 
Findings  of  Significance) .     The  Environmental  Impact  Report  will  be  a  combined 
document   (EIR/EIS)  meeting  requirements  of  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act   (CEQA)   and  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act   (NEPA) . 

Deadline  for  Filing  of  an  Appeal  of  this  Determination  to  the  City  Planning 
Commission:  February  28,  1994.  An  appeal  requires  (1)  a  letter  specifying 
the  grounds  for  the  appeal;  and  (2)  a  $206.00  filing  fee. 


Environmental  Review  Officer 


1 

Preliminary  Alternatives  Proposed 

Environmental  Impact  Statement/Environmental  Impact  Report  on 

Terminal 

Sepi 

srator  Structure  and  the  Embarcadero  Freeway 

Background 

The  Embarcadero  Freeway  was  originally  planned  as  the  waterfront  segment  of 
an  Interstate  Freeway  to  link  the  Golden  Gate  Bridge  with  1-280  to  the  south. 
However,  the  City  decided  not  to  complete  the  full  Interstate  Freeway  leaving  the 
Embarcadero  Freeway  (State  Route  480)  with  its  associated  ramps,  known  as  the 
Terminal  Separator  Structure  (TSS),  to  connect  northeastern  San  Francisco  to 
1-80  eastbound  and  U.S.  101  southbound. 

On  October  17, 1989,  the  Loma  Prieta  Earthquake  struck  the  Bay  Area  causing 
severe  damage  and  rendering  the  Embarcadero  Freeway  and  the  Terminal 
Separator  Structure  inoperable.  In  1990,  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors 
passed  a  resolution  endorsing  the  demolition  of  the  Embarcadero  Freeway  and 
calling  for  the  identification  and  analysis  of  alternatives  to  an  elevated  structure. 
In  1991  and  1992,  the  elevated  Embarcadero  Freeway  was  demolished  along  the 
waterfront  from  Broadway  to  approximately  Main  Street,  and  in  September  1992, 
work  was  begun  on  an  Environmental  Impact  Statement/Environmental  Impact 
Report  (EIS/EIR)  analyzing  impacts  of  replacement  alternatives.  In  1992, 
the  Terminal  Separator  Structure  was  demolished  and  Caltrans  prepared  to  go 
out  to  bid  in  June  1993  for  a  single-deck  replacement  facility. 

On  August  23,  1993,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  passed  Resolution  #668-93 
requesting  that  the  California  Department  of  Transportation  (Caltrans)  cooperate 
with  the  City  by  postponing  reconstruction  of  the  TSS  facility  to  allow  City  staff  to 
examine  and  report  back  to  the  Board,  no  later  than  February  23,  1994,  on  viable 
alternative  TSS  replacement  designs,  identified  in  a  report  to  the  Board  dated 
July  26, 1993.  The  study,  funded  by  the  Federal  Highway  Administration 
(FHWA),  was  completed  in  January  1994.  It  analyzed  impacts  on  traffic  in  the 
vicinity  of  downtown,  and  on  transit  service,  using  traffic  projections  for  the  year 
2015  developed  in  cooperation  with  the  staff  of  the  Metropolitan  Transportation 
Commission  (MTC).  The  analysis  compared  pre-earthquake,  existing  and  future 
"build"  and  "no  build"  conditions.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  approved  the 
report  on  February  14, 1994  and  directed  City  staff  to  integrate  some  of  the  TSS 
alternatives  with  the  Mid-Embarcadero  Roadway  EIS/EIR  study  already  under 
way. 


Process 


A  joint  Environmental  Impact  Statement/Environmental  Impact  Report 
(EIS/EIR)  will  be  prepared  by  the  Office  of  Environmental  Review  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco's  Department  of  City  Planning,  with  the  assistance  of 
the  Parsons  Brinckerhoff  Quade  &  Douglas  (PBQ&D)  consultant  team. 

Together  with  Caltrans  and  FHWA,  the  City  determined  that  the  expanded 
EIS/EIR  requires  another  scoping  meeting,  supplementing  the  one  held  on 
September  14, 1992,  in  order  to  give  the  pubhc  an  opportunity  to  comment  on 
the  revised  scope  of  the  project  and  on  the  preliminary  alternatives  that  have 
been  recommended  for  analysis.  (See  below.) 

Once  the  Draft  EIS/EIR  has  been  completed,  there  will  be  a  45-day  public  review 
period,  during  which  written  comments  on  the  draft  document  wiU  be  accepted. 
During  this  review  period,  there  will  be  a  hearing  to  receive  additional  oral  and 
written  comments  from  the  public.  These  comments  and  the  City's  responses 
will  be  documented  and  incorporated  into  the  Final  EIS/EIR  which  will  be 
submitted  for  approval  to  state  and  federal  officials. 


Preliminary  Recommendations  on  Alternatives  to  Be  Evaluated 

In  advance  of  the  scoping  meeting,  the  following  combined  TSS/Mid- 
Embarcadero  Alternatives  have  been  identified  by  the  City's  Board  of 
Supervisors  for  analysis  in  the  expanded  EIS/EIR. 

ALTERNATIVE  1:  No  Build 

This  alternative  essentially  maintains  the  street  network  and 
'  ramp  connections  that  currently  exist  in  downtown  San 

Francisco. 


•  The  Embarcadero,  between  Howard  Street  and  Broadway 
would  retain  its  current  configuration  and  lane 
alignment. 

•  The  Embarcadero,  between  Folsom  and  Howard  Streets, 
would  have  two  traffic  lanes  in  each  direction  and 
would  be  realigned  to  the  west  to  conform  with  the 
South  Embarcadero  alignment. 


ALTERNATIVE  2:  Embarcadcro  Surface  Roadway  with  No  TSS 
This  alternative  proposes  to  reconstruct  The  Embarcadero,  between 
Folsom  Street  and  Broadway,  as  a  four  to  six  lane  roadway.  The  TSS 
would  not  be  reconstructed. 

•  There  would  be  two  traffic  lanes  plus  a  parking  lane  in 
each  direction  on  The  Embarcadero  between  Howard  Street 
and  Broadway.  The  parking  lanes  would  be  convertible  to 
traffic  lanes  during  peak  hours. 

•  The  Embarcadero,  between  Folsom  Street  and  Howard 
Street,  would  be  realigned  to  conform  with  the  South 
Embarcadero  alignment. 

ALTERNATIVE  3:  Embarcadero  Surface  Roadway  with  New 
Ramps  at  Second  Street 

This  alternative  is  the  same  as  Alternative  2,  with  respect  to  The 
Embarcadero  configuration.  However,  it  also  includes  the 
construction  of  new  ramps  to/from  I-80/U.S.  101  at  Second 
and  Harrison  Streets  and  a  modified  Fremont  Street  off-ramp,  to 
allow  traffic  to  access  Folsom  Street. 

•  A  new  on-ramp,  starting  from  the  Harrison /Essex  Street 
intersection  and  crossing  over  Second  Street,  would  be 
constructed  connecting  to  1-80  westbound  and  U.S.  101 
southbound. 

•  A  new  1-80  eastbound  off-ramp,  touching  down  at  Second 
Street  between  Harrison  and  Bryant  Streets,  would  be 
constructed,  with  a  new  traffic  signal  at  the  ramp's 
intersection  with  Second  Street.  The  off-ramp  would  include 
two  left-turn  lanes  and  a  right-turn  lane;  traffic  would  be 
directed  north  towards  downtown  during  the  A.M.  peak 
period. 

•  Essex  Street  would  be  changed  to  four  southbound  traffic 
lanes  (from  its  current  pattern  of  two  traffic  lanes  north- 
bound and  two  southbound).  Two  of  the  southbound  lanes 
would  be  P.M.  peak  period  HOY  (high  occupancy  vehicle) 
lanes  leading  to  1-80  eastbound  (the  Essex  Street  on-ramp). 
The  other  two  would  be  mixed-flow  lanes  leading  to  1-80 
westbound /U.S.  101  southbound. 

•  Harrison  Street  would  operate  as  a  one-way  westbound 
street  between  First  and  Third  Streets. 

•  The  mid-block  Fremont  Street  off-ramp  would  be 
reconstructed  to  touch  down  at  the  intersection  of  Fremont 


and  Folsom  Streets.  The  ramp  would  be  four  lanes  wide, 
with  two  lanes  directed  towards  Folsom  Street,  and  the 
other  two  lanes  towards  Fremont  Street. 

•  The  Sterling  Place/Bryant  Street  1-80  eastbound  ramp, 
currently  providing  HOV  P.M.  peak  period  access,  would  be 
converted  into  mixed-flow  operation  at  all  times. 

•  Davis  Street,  between  Washington  and  Clay  Streets,  would 
be  re-opened,  providing  two  southbound  traffic  lanes. 

ALTERNATIVE  4:  Embarcadero  Surface  Roadway  with 
Modifications  to  Existing  System 

This  alternative  is  similar  to  Alternative  3,  except  that  it  would  not 
include  new  on-ramps  and  off-ramps  to  I-80AJ.S.  101. 

The  Board  of  Supervisors  also  instructed  staff  to  pursue  investigation  of 
another  alternative  offering  more  direct  access  to  the  waterfront. 

The  following  alternatives  were  considered  and  rejected  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors: 

ALTERNATIVE  5:  Embarcadero  Surface  Roadway  with  the  TSS 
This  alternative  would  rebuild  the  TSS,  including  the  Main 
Street/Beale  Street  ramps  and  a  ramp  connection  to  The 
Embarcadero,  which  would  be  constructed  as  a  six  to  eight  lane 
roadway. 

•  Three  traffic  lanes  plus  a  parking  lane  would  be  provided 
in  each  directionon  The  Embarcadero  between  Howard  Street 
and  Broadway.  The  parking  lanes  would  be  convertible  to 
traffic  lanes  during  peak  periods. 

•  The  1-80  eastbound  on-ramp  connections  would  be 
re-striped  to  duplicate  pre-earthquake  conditions. 

•  The  U.S.  101/1-80  eastbound  off-ramp  connection  to  the  TSS 
would  be  re-striped  to  duplicate  pre-earthquake  conditions. 

ALTERNATIVE  6:  Partially  Subsiurface  Embarcadero  Roadway 
with  the  TSS 

This  alternative  is  similar  to  Alternative  5,  except  for  the 
configuration  of  The  Embarcadero  roadway.  Under  this  alternative, 
northboxmd  lanes  of  The  Embarcadero  would  be  below  grade 
between  Mission  and  Washington  Streets.  The  southbound  lanes 
would  remain  at  the  svirface. 


The  following  alternative  has  also  been  suggested  for  analysis  in  the 
EIS/EIR: 


ALTERNATIVE  7:  Partially  Subsurface  Embarcadero  Roadway  with 

New  Ramps  at  Second  Street 

This  alternative  is  similar  to  Alternative  3,  except  for  the 
configuration  of  The  Embarcadero  Roadway.  Under  this 
alternative,  northbound  lanes  of  The  Embarcadero  would  be  below 
grade  between  Mission  and  Washington  Streets.  The  southbound 
lanes  would  remain  at  the  surface. 

The  list  of  alternatives  proposed  for  analysis  during  the  expanded  EIS/EIR  may 
be  revised  as  a  result  of  public  comments  received  at  the  scheduled  scoping 
meeting. 

Scoping  Meeting  Scheduled 


The  public  scoping  meeting  on  the  expanded  Draft  E1B/E!R  "Will  be  held: 

Monday,  February  28, 1994 
Room  1194,  Old  State  Bunding 
455  Golden  Gate  Avenueat  the  meeting  ^te 
San  Francisco 
Noon  to  7:30  p.3R, 

To  make  it  convenient  for  as  many  people  as  possible  to  attend  and  participate, 
oral  comments  wiU  be  received  between  noon  arid  2:00  pan;  and  again^^^b 
5:30 /and  7:30  p*m. 


Submission  of  Written  Comments 

Written  comments  may  be  submitted  on  February  28  at  the  meeting  site  at  any 
time  between  noon  and  7:30  p.m.  In  addition,  written  comments  may  be 
submitted  to: 

Barbara  W.  Sahm 
Environmental  Review  Officer 
Department  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Frandsco,  CA  94102 


r 


All  written  comments  on  the  proposed  alternatives  or  the  scope  of  the 
environmental  analysis  must  be  received  by  the  Office  of  Environmental 
Review  no  later  than  5:00  p.m.  on  March  21, 1994. 

If  you  have  questions  about  the  Environmental  Review  Process,  please  contact 
Hillary  Gitelman  of  the  Department  of  City  Planning  at  558-6384.  Questions 
about  the  specific  alternatives  or  other  issues  related  to  the  Project  should  be 
addressed  to:  Waterfront  Transportation  Projects  Office,  Room  289,  City  Hall,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102, 554-5780. 
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92.202E  &  94.060E:  Replacement  Alternatives  for 
the  Embarcadero  Freeway  and  the  Terminal  Separator  Structure 


Potential  Environmental  Effects  to  Be  Analyzed 

The  proposed  project  would  involve  constaiction  in  one  of  the  most  visible  areas  of  the  City 
and  would  replace  transportation  facilities  that  were  in  heavy  daily  usage  prior  to  their  damage 
in  the  1989  earthquake.  The  EIS/EIR  will  analyze  each  of  the  altematives  which  are  currently 
being  considered  (including  the  no-build  alternative)  at  a  comparable  level  of  detail.  Measures 
to  mitigate  potentially  significant  impacts  will  be  identified  where  possible. 

Potential  effects  on  the  following  features  will  be  considered  in  the  EIS/EIR: 

land  use,  including  publicly  owned  and  accessible  open  space 
visual  quality/aesthetics,  including  urtan  design  and  views 
transportation,  including  traffic,  transit,  pedestrians,  bicycles,  and  part<ing 
air  quality 

hydrology,  geotechnical,  and  seismic  issues 

hazards,  including  soil  and  ground  water  contamination 

noise 

wind 

shadow,  light,  and  glare 

biology 

water  quality 

flooding,  erosion,  and  siltation 
archaeological  and  historic  resources 
population  and  growth  inducement 
social,  economic,  and  relocation  impacts 
public  utilities 

energy  and  natural  resources 
Temporary  effects  of  construction  will  also  be  analyzed. 

Infomiatlon  about  related  projects  in  the  vicinity  may  be  included  in  the  EIS/EIR  for 
informational  purposes,  but  will  not  be  analyzed  in  detail.  These  related  projects  include,  but 
may  not  be  limited  to  constaiction  of  the  MUNI  F-Line  (light  rail),  which  will  extend  along  the 
Embarcadero  from  Mari<et  Street  to  Fishemian's  Wharf,  and  ongoing  improvements  to  the 
Embarcadero  roadway  north  of  Broadway  and  south  of  Folsom  Street.  Preliminary  proposals 
regarding  rehabilitation  of  the  Transbay  Terminal  will  also  not  be  analyzed  in  detail. 
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APPENDIX  C 


Project  Mailing  List 

General  -  (pp.  C-1  thru  C-69) 

Government  Agencies  -  (pp.  C-71  thru  C-80) 

Media  -  (pp.C-81  thru  C-88) 
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AAA     WTP  FILE  INFO  ADRIAN  STUDIOS 

See  file  with  last  name  AAA  WTP  Pier  46-B 

for  codes  San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


AFRICAN  AMERICAN  AGENDA  COUNCIL  African-American  Historical  Society  Ah  Hoo  Association 

81 8  -  47th  Avenue  Fort  Mason  Center,  BIdg.  C  60  Wentworth  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94121  San  Francisco,  CA  94123  San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


AlPAC 

440  -  1  St  Street  NW,  Ste  600 
Washington,  DC  20001 


AKINAI,  INC. 

ATTN:  Mr.  Chiyo 

699  Illinois  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


ALCATRAZ  HEIGHTS 
IMPROVEMENT  ASSOCIATION 
134  Pfeiffer  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Alessandro  Baccari  &  Associates 
1873  Market  Street,  #3 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


ALHAMBRA  NATIONAL  WATER  CO 
221 7  Revere  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


ALIOTO  FISH  COMPANY,  LTD. 
440  Jefferson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


ALLEN'S  DELIVERY  SERVICE 

345  Sixtrh  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Am.  Merchant  Marine  Library 
One  World  Trade  Center 
Suite  2161 
New  York,  NY  10048 


AMALGAMATED  TRANSIT  UNION 

54  Mint  Street 

Division  1225 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


AMERICAN  CONSERVATORY 

THEATER 

450  Geary  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


American  Contract  IntI 

601  -4th  Street,  #121 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107-1601 


AMERICAN  YOUTH  HOSTELS,  INC 
Fort  Mason 
BIdg  240 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


AMERICAN  INSTITUTE  OF 
ARCHITECTS  -  SF  CHAPTER 
130  Sutter  Street,  6th  Fir 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


AMERICAN  SOCIETY  OF 

CIVIL  ENGINEERS  -  SF  CHAPTER 

21 7  Second  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


ARCHER  TRAVEL  ARRANGEMENT 
World  Trade  Center  -  #21 1 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Arts  Commission  of  SF 
25  Van  Ness 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


ASA  Properties  Hawaii  Inc. 
605  Kapiolani  PI. 
Honolulu,  HI  96813 


Assoc.  Lighting  Rep.,  Inc 
P.  O.  Box  2265 
Oakland,  CA  94621 


AT&T  COMMUNICATIONS 
4430  Rosewood  Dr.  #3688 
Pleasanton,  CA  94588 


B&l  BOATS 
Pier64-N 
China  Basin 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


BAKER  COMMODITIES,  INC. 
Pier  92 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


BANCROFT  &  WHITNEY  CO. 
P.  O.  Box  7005 

San  Francisco,  CA  94120-7005 


BAY  &  DELTA  TOWING,  INC. 

P.  O.  Box  26281 

San  Francisco,  CA  94126 


BAY  CORPORATION 
FERRY  PLAZA  RESTAURANT 
1  Ferry  Plaza 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 
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BAY  VIEW  BOAT  CLUB 
489  China  Basin  Street 
San  Francisco.  CA  94107 


Bayside  Plaza  Assoc. 

188  The  Embarcadero,  #480 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


BEST  OF  S.F.TOURS,  INC 
World  Trade  Center  #336 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


BETTMAN  CONSULTANTS  INC 
DBA  PERFORMEX 
Ferry  BIdg  -  Room  3045 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


BIOMEDICAL  EXCHANGE  INTL 
World  Trade  Center 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


BIRNBERG  AND  ASSOCIATES 
World  Trade  Center,  Ste  261 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


BLDG.  OWNERS  &  MGRS.  ASSN. 
465  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Bioombrook  International 

1 0  Mabrey  Court 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


BLUE  AND  GOLD  FLEET 
Pier  39 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


BOUNTY  RESTAURANT 
Pier  96 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Bow  On  Association 

808  Clay  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


BRACCO  DISTRIBUTING  CO. 
2225  Jen-old  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


BRINK'S,  INC. 

240  -  12th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Buddah's  Universal  Church 
720  Washington  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Caesar's  Italian  Restaurant 

2299  Powell  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


CAITO  FISHERIES,  INC. 

P.  O.  Box  1370 

Fort  Bragg,  CA  95437 


Calif  Dept  Of  Mental  Health 
Ferry  Building,  Suite  231 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Calif.  State  Board  Of  Pilots 
Ferry  Building,  Suite  339 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Calif.  World  Trade  Comm. 
1121  "L"  Street  -  Room  310 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


CALIFORNIA  LABOR  FEDERATION 
417  Montgomery  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


CALIFORNIA  SHELL  FISH  COMPANY 

P.  O.  Box  2028 

San  Francisco,  CA  94126 


California  Aquatic  Resources 
P.O.  Box  7012 

San  Francisco,  CA  94507-7012 


CALIFORNIA  BEVERAGE  CO. 

2550  Army  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


CALIFORNIA  HERITAGE  COUNCIL 

41  Sutter  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


California  Resources  Agency 
1416  Ninth  St. 
Resource  Building 
Sacramento,  CA  94814 


CALIFORNIA  SOCIETY  OF 
PROFESSIONAL  ENGINEERS 
160  Sansome  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


CALIFORNIA  INSTITUTE  OF 
PUBLIC  TRANSIT 
C/o  42  Camino  Encinitas 
Orinda,  CA  94563 


CALIFORNIA  STATE  AUTO  ASSN. 
150  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


CALSTAR 

20876  Corsair  Boulevard 
Hayward,  CA  94545 


CARIAGE  CHARTER 
3325  Gravenstein 
Highway  North 
Sebastopol,  CA  95472 


I 

CASTAGNOU\  RESTAURANT 
I        Fisherman's  Wharf 
I        San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


CHEZ  U\URA  ENTERPRISES 
300  Jefferson  Street 
ATTN:  LAURA  GILLESPIE 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


CHILDREN'S  HOSPITAL 

3838  California  Street  -  2nd  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


CHINATOWN  NEIGHBORHOOD 
IMPROVEMENT  RESOURCE  CTR. 
1525  Grant  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Chinatown  YMCA 
Afterschool  Educational  Pgrm. 
855  Sacramento  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Chinatown  Youth  Center 

777  Stockton 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Chinatown  Coal,  for  Better  Housing 
1525  Grant  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Chinatown-N.  Beach  YWCA 
Afterschool  Tutorial  Program 
965  Clay  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Chinatown  Neighborhood  Center 

777  Stockton  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Chinatown/Northbeach  Childcare 
Center 

71 5  Chestnut  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Chinese  Community  Church 

1535  Jackson  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Chinese  Congregational  Church 
21  Walter  U.  Lum  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


CHINESE  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE  CHINESE  CULTURE  FOUNDATION  Chinese  Education  Center 

730  Sacramento  Street  750  Kearny  Street  657  Merchant  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108  San  Francisco,  CA  94133  San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Chinese  Independent  Baptist 

Church  Of  S.F. 
981  Washington  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Chinese  Progressive  Assoc. 
123Waverly  Place,  #A 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Chinese  Society  For  Human  Rights 

827  Stockton  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Chinese  United  Methodist  Church 
920  Washington  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Ching  Chung  Taoist  Assoc. 

Of  America 

532  Grant  Ave. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


CHRISTY  TRUCK  LINES 

P.  O.  Box  77502 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


CITIZENS  FOR  A  BETTER 
ENVIRONMENT,  INC. 
501  SECOND  STREET,  #305 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


CITY  CAB  COMPANY 
625  Bayshore  Boulevard 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


COALITION  FOR  BETTER  HOUSING 
1801  Van  Ness  Avenue  -  #350 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Coalition  for  S.  F.  Neighborhoods  COAST  MARINE  &  INDUSTRIAL  COLMA  DRAYAGE,  INC; 

P.O.  Box  42-5882  398  Jefferson  Street  P.  O.  Box  5 

San  Francisco,  CA  94142  San  Francisco,  CA  94133  Daly  City,  CA  94017 


COMMONWEALTH  CLUB  OF  CALIF 
Urban  Affairs  Study  Section 
595  Market  Street 
Saa  Francisco,  CA  94105 


CORY  GALLERY 

c/o  Gallery  S.  F. 

400  Jefferson 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


CRAB  BOAT  OWNERS  ASSOC. 

Fisherman's  Wharf 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 
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CRENT  COMPANY 
Pier  31 

The  Embarcadero 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


CRESCI  BROS.,  INC  . 
#2  Fisherman's  Wharf 
San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Cumberland  Presbyterian 

Chinese  Church 

865  Jackson  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Dan  Kallenbach  &  Associates 
#7  Fourth  Street,  Suite  52 
Petaluma,  CA  94952 


DBA  Performex 

3045  Ferry  BIdg.  -  Room  3045 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


DE  SOTO  CAB  COMPANY 

855  Geary  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


DING-SAN  LIN 

O.  C.  TRANSPORT 

P.  O.  Box  26338 

San  Francisco,  CA  94126 


DOLPHIN  SWIM  &  BOAT  CLUB 
502  Jefferson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


DOMENICO  INGRANDE 

FISH  COMPANY 

63  Elena  Circle 

San  Rafael,  CA  94903 


DON  MASKET  &  COMPANY 

P.  O.  Box  193095 

San  Francisco,  CA  94119 


DP  HARRINGTON  DISTRIBUTOR 
PIER  9 

SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA  941 1 1 


EASTER  SEAL  SOCIETY  FOR 
CRIPPLED  CHILDREN  &  ADULTS 
6221  Geary  Boulevard 
San  Franciso,  CA  94121 


Eleventh  Street  Merchants  Assn. 
308  11th  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


EMBARCADERO  CENTER 
Suite  2360 

Three  Embarcadero  Center 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


EMBARCADERO  CENTER 
Three  Embarcadero  Center 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Embarcadero  Properties 
200  East  Blithedale  Ave. 
Mill  Valley,  CA  94941 


EMBARKO 
Bayside  Village 
100  Brannen 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


ENGINEERING  COUNCIL  OF  SF 
160  San  some  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Erotic  Theatre 

312  Columbus  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


EXPERIMENTAL  PRINTMAKING 

P.  O.  Box  77504 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


FEDERAL  EXPRESS 
8950  Cal  Center 
Sacramento,  CA  95826 


FEDERAL  EXPRESS 
P  O.  Box  727 
Dept.  370-054 
Memphis,  TN  38194 


FEDERAL  EXPRESS 
Three  Embacadero  Center 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


FERRY  TERMINAL  CONF  ROOM 
World  Trade  Center 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


FESEHA  TAYE,  DBA  TAYTECH 
World  Trade  Center  -  #269 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


FILIPINO  COMMUNITY  OF  SF 
2970  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


FILIPINO  SENIOR  CENTER 

83  Sixth  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


First  Chinese  Baptist  Church 

1 5  Waverly  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


First  Chinese  Southern 

Baptist  Church 

1255  Hyde  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


First  St.  John's  United 
Methodist  Church 
1600  Clay  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 
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FISHERMAN'S  GROTTO 
9  Fisherman's  Wharf 
San  Francisc  o,  CA  94133 


FISHERMAN'S  WHARF  SEAFOODS 
1014  Revere  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


FLIP  WAY  PRODUCTS  CO 

P.  O.  Box  77382 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


FLYING  DUTCHMAN  PARK,  INC 

Pier  27  Admin  Building 

The  Embarcadero 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


FONTANA  WEST  APARTMENTS 

1000  North  Point 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Food  &  Agriculture  Dept. 
China  Basin  BIdg. 
Pier  50  Admin. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Forklift  Wholesalers 
1640  Gilbreth  Road 
Burlingame,  CA  94010 


FOSTER  &  KLEISER 

338  N.  Washington  Avenue 

Scranton,  PA  18503 


FOUNDATION  FORSF 
2007  Franklin  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


FRANCISCAN  LINES,  INC. 

375  Illinois  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


FRANCISCAN  RESTURANT 
Pier  43  1/2 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


FRANK  ERDMAN,  MEDI-FLIGHT 
MEMORIAL  HOSPITALS  ASSOC 
1700  Coffee  Road 
Modesto,  CA  95355 


FRANK'S  FISHERMAN'S  SUPPL 
366  Jefferson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


FRED  F.  NOONAN  CO,  INC 

272  Main  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Fresno  Partners 

4  Embarcadero  Ctr.  #1810 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


G  &  D  Development 
1 55  Townsend  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Gabbiano's 

1  Ferry  Plaza 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


GANNETT  OUTDOOR  COMPANY 
1695  Eastshore  Highway 
Berkeley,  CA  94710 


GELARDI'S  GIFT  SHOP 

2890  Taylor  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


GEORGE  VARE  &  ASSOC. 
World  Trade  Center  -  Suite  337 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Gold  Mountain  Monastery 
800  Sacramento  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


GOLDEN  GATE  BRIDGE  HWY 
101  E.  Sir  Francis  Drk 
Ferry  Terminal 
Larkspur,  CA  94939 


GOLDEN  GATE  FUNDING,  INC 
Ferry  BIdg.  -  Ste.  #3041 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


GOLDEN  GATE  PORTS  ASSN 
World  Trade  Center  -  Suite  #303 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


GOLDEN  GATE  RESTAURANT  ASSN 
291  Geary  Street -#515 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


GOLDEN  GATEWAY  CENTER 

460  Davis  Court 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


GOLDEN  STAR  CORPORATION 
World  Trade  Center  -  Suite  202 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


GRAY  LINE 

350  Eighth  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


GRAY  PANTHERS  OF  S.  F. 
1182  Market  Street -#203 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


GUARDINO'S  FISHERMAN'S  WHARF 
SOUVENIRS  GIFT  SHOP 
Stall  No.  1  Fisherman's  Wharf 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 
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H  &  H  SHIP  SERV.  COMPANY 

P.  O.  Box  77363 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Hanamura  Consulting 

1923  NE  Broadway,  Suite  LL 

Portland,  OR  97232 


HANSE  SHIPPING  AGENCY 
C/O  GERHARD  THIEDE 
World  Trade  Center  -  #205 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Happy  Donuts 
737-759  Third  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


HARBOR  BAY  MARITIME,  INC. 
1141  Harbor  Bay  Parkway 
Alameda,  CA  94501 


HARBOR  CARRIERS,  INC. 
ACCTS  PAYABLE  DEPT.  lOth  R. 
P.  O.  Box  2287 
Seattle,  WA98111 


HARBOR  SHINE  STAND 

375  Head  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94132 


Harrison  Plaza  Ltd. 
C/o  Betawest  Inc.  Prop.  Mgr. 
345  Spear  St.,  7th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Healy  N-Fobert 
30  Berry  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Hip  Sen  Benevolent  Association 
824  Washington  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Ho  Ping  Benevolent  Association 
731  Sacramento  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Holy  Family  Church 

902  Stockton  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


HORNBLOWER  YACHTS,  INC. 
FERRYBOAT  SANTA  ROSA 
Pier  3 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


HOTEL  EMPLOYERS  ASSOCIATION 
1 101  Van  Ness  Avenue 
OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Housing  Development  &  Neighborhood 
Preservation 

648  Mission  Street,  Ste.  301 
San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


HSF  ENTERPRISES,  INC. 

P.  O.  Box  77221 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


ILWU,  INTERNATIONAL  OFFICE 
1188  Franklin  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Independent  Living  Resource  Ctr. 

70  Tenth  Street 

San  Francisco,  ,  CA  94103 


INLAND  BOATMEN'S  UNION 
450  Harrison  St.,  #103 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


INTL  FED  OF  PROFESSIONAL 
&  TECHNICAL  ENGRS,  LOCAL  21 
1 26  Hyde  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


INTERNATIONAL  YACHT  CLUB 
Pier  42 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


INTERNATIONAL  BROTHERHOOD  OF 

TEAMSTERS 

459  Fulton  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


INTERNATIONAL  COACH 

P.O.  Box  77347 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


J.  CHARLES  &  ASSOCIATES 

4128  Ulloa  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 16 


JACK  LAKE  &  ASSOC.  INVES. 
C/O  JACK  C.  LAKE 
World  Trade  Center  -  Suite  2  1 5 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Japan  American  Travel  Bureau 
World  Trade  Center  -  #255 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


JAPANESE  AMERICAN 
CITIZENS  LEAGUE 
1 765  Sutter  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Jeng  Sen  Buddhism  & 
Taoism  Assoc. 
1 46  Waverly  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


JEWISH  COMMUNITY  FEDERATION 
121  Steuart  Street  -  6th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


JMC  ASSOCIATES 
C/O  NW  ASSET  MGT  CO.,  INC. 
One  Han'ison  Street  -  #150 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 
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Joe  Aliling  Assoc. 

703  Market  Street,  Ste  413 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


JOHN  STANLEY  HORN  CO,  INC 
World  Trade  Center  -  Room  340 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


JOHN'S  FORK  LIFT 
P.  O.  Box  168 

So.  San  Francisco,  CA  94080 


JUNIOR  LEAGUE  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
2226  Fillmore  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


KENNEDY-TWN  BOSCH  COMPANY 

160  King  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


KENZO  HANDA/RON  LUTSKO 

Pier  1  1/2 

The  Embarcadero 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


KEST,  INC. 
185  Berry  Street 
BIdg.  #2  -  Suite  #6500 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


KING  BROADCASTING  COMPANY 
ACCOUNTS  PAYABLE 
300  Broadway  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


KING  STREET  FURNITURE  FAIRE 

128  King  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


KLAMATH  FERRYBOAT  ASSOC. 
C/0  WENDY  DARLING 
2260  Vallejo  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Kong  Chow  Temple 

855  Stockton  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


LANDOR  ASSOCIATES 

C/O  FERRYBOAT  "KLAMATH" 

1001  Front  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


U\RRY  BARRATT,  INC 
1 298  Howard  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Latino  Issues  Forum 

1535  Mission  Street 

San  Francisco,  ,  CA  94103 


League  Of  Conservation  Voters-CA 

965  Mission  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


League  Of  Women  Voters  Of  S.F. 
114  Sansome  Street,  Suite  513 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104-3812 


Lewis  and  Taylor,  Inc. 

144  King  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Lewis  Metal  Products 

40  Berry  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


LIMBACH,  LIMBACH  &  SUTTON 
Ferry  Building  -  Suite  2001 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


LORRIES  AIRPORT  SERVICE 

425  Grand  Avenue 

S.  San  Francisco,  CA  94080 


LOVITT&HANNAN 

900  Front  Street  -  Ste  300 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


LUXOR  CAB  COMPANY 
2250  Jerrold  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Mailhandlers  Union  Local  302 
5  Thomas  Mellon  Circle,  #252 
San  Francisco,  CA  94134-2501 


MARCEL  S.  GARRIGUES  CO. 

560  Third  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


MARINE  ENGINEERS'  BENEFICIAL 
ASSN,  DIST.  1,  PACIFIC  COAST 
340  Fremont  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


MARINE  ENGINEERS'  BENEFICIAL 
ASSN,  DIST.  2 
350  Fremont  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


MARINE  FIREMAN'S  UNION 

240  Second  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


MARIPOSA  HNTR'S  PT  YACHT 
405  China  Basin  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Market  Railway 

P.O.  Box  11632 

San  Francisco,  CA  94101-7632 


MARTELL  INSURANCE  COMPANY 
490A  Jefferson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 
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Martin  Levin  Investment 

658  Howard  St 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


MASTERS,  MATES  &  PILOTS 

BRANCH  40 

1025  Howard  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


MEATBALL  BAIT  DISTRIBUTOR 
KEVIN  MC  CURDY 
Pier  45-D 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


MERCHANTS  ASSOCIATON  OF  OMI 
1716  Ocean  Avenue 
Box  1000 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 2 


MERCHANTS  EXCHANGE  CLUB 
465  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


MERIT  CONSTRUCTION 
World  Trade  Center,  275-K 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Merit  Steamship  Agency 

1  World  Trade  Center,  Suite  1280 

Long  Beach,  CA  90831 


METROPOLITAN  LIFE  INSURANCE 

425  Market  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


MIDSUMMER  MOZART 

World  Trade  Center  -  Room  #235 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


MILLER  &SCHNEYDER  MISSION  CREEK  HARBOR  ASSN  MISSION  ROCK  RESORT 

859  Hacienda  Way  300  Channel  Street  -  Box  1  817  China  Basin  Street 

Millbrae,  CA  94030  San  Francisco,  CA  94107  San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


N  Beach  Chinese  Catholic  Ctr. 

666  Filbert  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


NAACP  -  SF  BRANCH 

P.  O.  Box  15609 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


NATIONAL  MARITIME  UNION 
1040  Mariposa  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


NATIONAL  ASSN  OF  LETTER 
CARRIERS  -  GOLDEN  GATE  BRANCH 
214-  12th  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


NATIONAL  MARITIME  MUSEUM 
PRESIDIO  OF  S  .  F.  (SUB  PAMPANITO) 
BUILDING  275,  CRISSY  FIELD 
San  Francisco,  CA  94129 


NATIONAL  P.  O.  MAILHANDLERS 
LOCAL  302 

5  Thomas  Mellon  Cir,  #252 
San  Francisco,  CA  94134-2501 


NATURE  CONSERVANCY 

785  Market  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


NETWORK-OVERSEAS  CO 
C/O  ROBERT  B.  VICTOR 
World  Trade  Center  -  #319 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


NEW  ASIA  INTERNATIONAL 
World  Trade  Center  -  Room  275E 
San  Francisco,  C A  941 1 1 


New  Bayview  Committee 

P.O.  Box  3731 

1625  Carroll  Street 

San  Francisco,  ,  CA  94188-3731 


New  York  Frankfurter  Co. 
101  Embarcadero,  #118 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


NEWS  VENDORS  UNION  OF  S.  F. 

LOCAL  468 

81  -  14th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


NEWSPAPERS  &  PERIODICALS 
DRIVERS  UNION  ,  LOCAL  921 
450  Harrison  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


NICK'S  LIGHTHOUSE 

C/O  POLLACK  GROUP  LTD. 

347  Geary  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


NORTH  BEACH  IMPROVEMENT  ASSN 
785  Columbus  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


NORTH  OF  MARKET  SENIOR 

SERVICES  CENTER 

333  Turk  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
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NORTHWEST  ASSET  MGMT  CO. 
#1  Harrison  Street,  Ste  150 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


OFFICE  &  PROFESSIONAL 
EMPLOYEES,  LOCALS 
340  Brannan  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Old  St.  Mary's  Church 

660  California  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


OLIVE'S  OIL 
Pier  50 

295  China  Basin  Way 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


On  Lok  Senior  Housing 
1000  Montgomery  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


OPTIMA  FINANCIAL  CORP. 
Pier  26 

The  Embarcadero 

San  Francisc  o,  CA  94105 


ORLINDO  BARSETTI 

SERVICE  ENGINEERING  COMPANY 

Pier  50 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


P.  C.  MARINE  FIREMEN,OILERS, 
WATERTENDERS  &  WIPERS  ASSN 
240  Second  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


PACIFIC  BELL 

401  Lennon  Lane  -  Room  205 
Walnut  Creek.  CA  94598 


Pacific  Bell 

333  Grant  Avenue  -  Room  700 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Pacific  Coast  Coffee  Assn. 
Ferry  Building  -  Room  3037 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Pacific  Carbide  &  Alloy  Company 
World  Trade  Center  -  #224 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


PACIFIC  CHEM  LABORATORIES 
501  Army  Street 
Pier  80 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


PACIFIC  COASTAL  STEAMSHIP 
Fieri 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


PACIFIC  ELECTRIC  SALES 
49  Sanborn  Road 
Orinda,  CA  94563 


PACIFIC  GAS  &  ELECTRIC  CO. 
ATTN:  N.  B.  WHEELOCK 
1000  Evans  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


PACIFIC  HEIGHTS  RESIDENTS 
ASSOCIATION 
2585  Pacific  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Pacific  Maritime  Assn. 

550  California  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104-1060 


PACIFIC  RIM  ENVIRONMENTAL 
SERVICES 
3690  Sprig  Drive 
Benicia,  CA  94510 


Pakall 

44  Berry  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Pan  Investment  Co. 

760  Second  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94118 


PAN  MARINE  CONSTRUCTORS 
Pier  33 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


PARKER  WAREHOUSE,  INC. 

Pier  15-17 

Terminal  Office 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


PATIO  SANDWICH  SHOPS 
Pier  45 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Pennsylvania  Amish  Cookies 

1026  Taraval 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 16 


People  For  A  GGNRA 
3627  Clement  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94121 


PERINI  CORPORATION 

460  Davis  Court 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Perini  Investment  Prop  Mngt  Co 
121  Spear  St,  Suite  303 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Perlmutter  Associates 
1529  Union  Street,  #167 
San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


PETER  CULLEY&  ASSOCIATES  PICK  YOUR  PART  AUTO  WRECK  PIER  23  CAFE 

303  Second  Street  1301  E.  Orangewood  Pier  23 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1  Anaheim,  CA  92805  San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 
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PIER  33,  INC. 

C/0  SAND  HILL  DEV.  CORP 
3000  Sand  Hill  Road  -  4-135 
Menio  Park,  CA  94025 


PIER  39  ASSOCIATES 

P.  O.  Box  3730 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 19 


PIER  80  INN 

601  Army  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


PILLSBURYAND  ^MRTIGNONI 
C/0  ALLEN/HARMON  ASSOC. 
25  North  Knoll  Road  -  Ste  B 
Mill  Valley,  CA  94941 


Pittman  &  Hames  Associates 
Transportation  Planning 
152  Lombard  Street,  #202 
San  Francisco,  CA94111 


PUNNING  COLLABORATIVE 

Pier  33  North 

The  Embarcadero 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


PODESTA  DIVERS 
Pier  26 

The  Embarcadero 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


POLAR  ICE 
Pier  45-D 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


POLK  DISTRICT  ASSOCIATION 

C/o  S.  Cornell 

1552  Polk  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


POMPEI  ENTERPRISES  CORP 
POMPEI'S  G  ROTTO 
340  Jefferson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Presbyterian  Church  Of 

Chinatown 

925  Stockton  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Prune  Marketing  Committee 
5990  Stoneridge  Dr.  #101 
Pleasanton,,  CA  94588-2706 


Quong  Ming  Buddhism 
&  Taoist  Society 
1104  Powell  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


RAAD/UESUGI  &  ASSOCIATES 
World  Trade  Center  -  Room  240 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


RANUSKA,  FRANKS.,  M.D. 
World  Trade  Center  -  #283 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Real,  Inc. 

World  Trade  Cen  Ter  -  Ste.  209 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


RECREATION  CENTER  FOR  THE 
HANDICAPPED,  INC. 
207  Skyline  Boulevard 
San  Francisco,  CA  94132 


RED  &  WHITE  FLEET 
Pier  41 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


RETAIL  CLERKS'  UNION 
#648 

1980  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


RETAIL  DELIVERY  DRIVERS  UNION, 
150  Executive  Park  Boulevard 
San  Francisco,  CA  94134-3392 
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RIDES  FOR  BAY  AREA 
COMMUTERS,  INC. 
60  Spear  Street  -  #650 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105-1512 


ROBERT  MATTOCH  PRINTING 

760  Second  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


ROBERTS,  RONALD,  PH.D. 
World  Trade  Center  -  #283 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Rogers  &  Associates 

101  The  Embarcadero  #207 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


RON  KAUFMAN  COMPANY 
55  Francisco  Street  -  8th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


ROYAL  CHARTER  MARINE  CORP 

P.  O,  Box  77201 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


ROYAL  VIKING  LINES,  INC/ 
KLOSTER  CRUISE  LTD 
2  Alhambra  Plaza 
Coral  Gables,  FL  33134 


Russian  Hill  Improvement  Assn. 
1000  Francisco  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 
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S.  F.  BLACK  FIREFIGHTERS 

P.  O.  Box  12390 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 12 


S.  F,  BLDG  &  CONSTRUCTION 

TRADES  COUNCIL 

2660  Newhall 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


S.  F.  BOARD  OF  REALTORS 

301  Grove  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


S.  F.  C&C  AGRICULTURE  DEPT. 
501  Army  Street -#109  A 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


S.  F.  C&C  SOLID  WASTE  MGMT 
SOLID  WASTE  MGNT  PROGRAM 
City  Hall  -  Room  271 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


S.  F.  Chinese  Baptist  Church 

1524  Powell  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


S.  F.  FIREFIGHTERS 
LOCAL  798 
1139  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


S.  F.  Flying  Carpet  Travel 
World  Trade  Center 
Room  250  -  G&J 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


S.  F.  HOTEL  ASSOCIATION 

323  Geary  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


S.  F.  NEIGHBORHOOD  LEGAL 
ASSISTANCE  FOUNDATION 
49  Powell  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


S.  F.  PLANNING  &  URBAN 
RESEARCH  ASSOCIATION  (SPUR) 
31 2  Sutter  Street  -  Suite  500 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


S,  F.  POLICE  OFFICERS  ASSN., 
510  Seventh  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 
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S.  F.  SHIPPING  SERVICES  INC. 

P.  O.  Box  2741 

San  Francisco,  CA  94126 


S.  F.  SYMPHONY  ASSN 
Louise  M.  Davies  Hall 
Van  Ness  And  Grove 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


S.F.  LABOR  COUNCIL  AFL-CIO 
510  Harrison  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


SABELLA  &  LATORRE 

Fisherman's  Wharf 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


SAILING  SHIP  DOLPHIN  P.  R. 
RESTAURANT  -  C/0  D.  REMPP 
Pier  42 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


SAILORS  UNION  OF 
THE  PACIFIC 
450  Harrison  Street 
San  Francisco.  CA  94105 


SAN  FRANCISCO  CITY  GUIDES 
Main  Library 
Civic  Center 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


San  Francisco  City  Architect 
City  Hall,  Room  265 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


SAN  FRANCISCO  SENIOR  CENTER 

890  Beach  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


SAN  FRANCISCO  STREET  TREES 
1342  -  39th  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


SAN  FRANCISCANS  FOR 
NEIGHBORHOOD  ENTERPRISE 
C/o  3700  Sacramento  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


SAN  FRANCISCO  BAR  PILOTS 

P.  O.  Box  26409 

San  Francisco,  CA  94126 


SAN  FRANCISCO  TENNIS  CLUB 

645  Fifth  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


SAN  FRANCISCO  TOMMORROW 
54  Mint  Street  -  4th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


SAN  FRANCISCO  CONVENTION 

AND  VISTORS  BUREAU 

201  Third  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


SAN  FRANCISCO  YACHT  CLUB 
98  Beach  Boulevard 
Belvedere,  CA  94920 


SANITARY  TRUCK  DRIVERS 
AND  HELPERS  -  LOCAL  350 
185  Berry  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Scandinavia  Center 

World  Trade  Center,  Suite  274 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


SERENDIPITY 
Pier  9 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Service  Corp.  Int'l 
Green  Street  Mortuary 
649  Green  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 
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SERVICE  EMPLOYEES,  L  505 
661 -27th  Street 
Oakland,  CA  9461 2 


SERVICE  EMPLOYEES  UNION,  L14 
247  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


SHAKLEE  CORPORATION 

444  Market  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ship  Clerks  Assn  ILWU,  Local  34 

4  Berry  Street 

San  Francisco  ,  CA  94107 


SHIP  SCALERS  &  PAINTERS 
I.LW.U.  LOCAL  #2 
Pier  17 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


SHOWPLACE  SQUARE  AREA  ASSN 

C/o  Clarellen  Adams 

2  Henry  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Sierra  Club 

730  Polk  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


SIERRA  CLUB 

ATTN;  SAN  FRANCISCO  GROUP 
730  Polk  Street  -  Box  SFG 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


SIERRA  CLUB,  S.  F.  BAY  CHAPTER 
5237  College  Avenue 
Oakland,  CA  94618-1414 


SINBAD'S 
Pier  2 

Embarcadero  Street 

San    Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Skillbuilders 

Worid  Trade  Center  -  274 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


SLACKWATER  TOWING 
Pier  9 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


SOCIETY  OF  WOMEN  ENGINEERS 
160  San  some  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


SOMA  CULTURAL  CENTER 
Freddy  Hahne/James  Kjorvestad 
934  Brannan  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


South  Beach  Billiards 
Attn:  Susan 
270  Brannan  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


SOUTH  END  ROWING  CLUB 
500  Jefferson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


South  of  Market  Cultural  Center 
934  Brannan  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


SOUTH  OF  MARKET  SENIOR 
COMMUNITY  ACTION  GROUP 
360  -  4th  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


SOUTH  PARK  IMPROVEMENT  ASSN 

Toby  Levy/Armando  Diaz 

26  South  Park 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


SOUTHERN  PACIFIC  TRANSPORT  CO 

One  Market  Plaza 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


SOUTHERN  PACIFIC  TRANSPORT  CO. 

One  Market  Plaza 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


SOUTHWEST  MARINE  OF  S.  F. 

P.  O.  Box7644 

San  Francisco,  CA  94120 


SPARKIE'S 

242  Steuart  Street 

Special  Delivery  &  Messenger  Service 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


SPEEDY'S  DELIVERY  SERVICE 
Pier  9 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


SPOLTER  MC  DONALD  &  MANNION 
Pier  9 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


St.  Francis  Of  Assisi  Church 

610  Valiejo  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


ST.  FRANCIS  YACHT  CLUB 
San  Francisco  Yacht  Harbor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


St.  Peter  &  Paul  CHild  Care 

620  Filbert  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


STANDARD  FISHERIES  CORP 

P.  O.  Box  26249 

San  Francisco,  CA  94126 


STU,ATUNTIC,GULF,U\KES 
&  INLAND  WATERS  DISTRICT 
350  Fremont  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 
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SUPER  SHUTTLE 
AIRPORT  SERVICE 
700  -  16th  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Suttcorr  International 
30448  Rancho  Viejo  Rd.  #200 
San  Juan  Capistrano,  CA  92675 


Swedish  Amer  Cham  Of  Com 
230  California  Street  -  Ste.  602 
San  Francisco.  CA  941 1 1-4319 


T.C.  Coach  Services,  Inc. 
Attn.  Bill,  Jennifer  Or  Lin 
401  China  Basin  Street,  #108 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


TAC  SYSTEMS 
Pier  9 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


TARANTINO'S  INC 
206  Jefferson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


TEAMSTERS -LOCAL  85 

459  Fulton  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Teamsters  Jt.  Council  #7 
150  Executive  Park  Blvd. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94134-3392 


TELEGRAPH  HILL  CLUB 
1850  Kearny  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Telegraph  Hill  Neighbrhd.  Ctr. 
660  Lombard  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


TELEGRAPH  LANDING  HOMEOWNERS 
ASSOCIATION 
150  Lombard  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


TERMINALS  EQUIPMENT  CO,  INC 

289  Steuart  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


THE  ASPEN  GROUP,  INC. 
World  Trade  Center  -  Suite  #318 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


THE  BANKERS  CLUB 
Bank  Of  America  Center 
555  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


The  Buddhist  Assoc.  Of  Amer. 
109  Waverly  Place 
3rd  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


THORNLEY  &  PITT,  INC 

P.  O.  Box  2270 

San  Francisco,  CA  94126 


TIDEWATER  SAND  &  GRAVEL 
4501  Tidewater  Avenue 
Oakland,  CA  94601 


Tin  Hou  Temple 

125  Waverly  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


TOTEM  OCEAN  TRAILER  EXPRESS 
P.  O.  Box  24908 
Seattle,  WA  98124 


Tower  Tours 

77  Jefferson  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Townsend  Street  Associates 
1 23  Townsend  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


TRAC  Business  Systems,  Inc. 
420  Third  Street 
Oakland,  CA  94607 


Transmarine  Navigation  Co. 
4  Orinda  Way  -  Ste.  230-B 
Orinda,  CA  94563 


True  Sunshine  Episcopal  Church 

Church  -  Chinese 

1430  Mason  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


TRUST  FOR  PUBLIC  LAND 
1 1 6  New  Montgomery  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


TWIN  PEAKS  COUNCIL,  INC 

127  Crown  Court 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Twinwood  U.S.  Inc. 

C/o  James  P.  Barnes 

3  Embarcadero  Center  #1245 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


U.  S.  CUSTOMS  HOUSE 

P.  O.  Box  2290 

San  Francisco,  CA  94126 


U.  S.  CUSTOMS  SERVICE 

1700  Montgomery  Street,  Suite  445 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


U.  S.  POSTAL  SERVICE 
SAN  BRUNO  FACI.  SERV.  CENTER 
850  Cherry  Avebnue  -  3rd  Floor 
San  Bruno,  CA  94099-0320 
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U.S.  Dept.  Of  Interior 

Office  Of  Environmental  Project  Review 

Wasfiington,  DC  20240 


Attn:  Georgio 
Umberto's  Restaurant 
141  SteuartSt. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


UNION  SQUARE  ASSOCIATION 
323  Geary 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


UNITED  PARCEL  SERVICE 

2222  -  1 7th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Urbest,  Inc. 

C/o  Sekotac,  Inc. 

1325  -  4tfi  Avenue.  Ste  1840 

Seattle,  WA  98101-2509 


VETERANS  CAB  COMPANY 
1501  Harrison  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


VINTAGE  PROPERTIES 

160  Spear  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


WAREHOUSE  UNION,  ILWU  LOCALS 

255  Ninth  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


WARREN  &  ASSOCIATES 
World  Trade  Center  -  #237 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


WATERFRONT  AUTOMOBILE 
Pier  9 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Waterfront  Restaurant 
Pier  7 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


WAX  MUSEUM 

1 25  Jefferson  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


WELLS  FARGO  BANK 
1  California 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1-5401 


WEST  BAY  FILIPINO  MULTI-  SRV  CORP 

Ed  De  La  Cmz/Rich  Sorro 

953  Mission  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


WESTAR  MARINE  SERVICES 
Pier  46- B 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


WESTCAP  HERITAGE  INVESTOR 
22  Second  Street  -  Suite  300 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


WESTERN  RIM  COMPANY 
P.  O.  Box  77027 
ATTN:  DORIS  VEGAS 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


WESTERN  UNION 

49  Geary  Street  -  5th  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108-5701 


WESTWOOD  PARK  ASSOCIATION 

1716  Ocean  Avenue,  #1 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 12-1737 


Wharf  Plaza  I  &  II 
1855  Kearny  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Wilderness  Society 

1 16  New  Montgomery  Street,  #526 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


WILLARD  MARINE  DECKING 
Pier  62 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


WILLIAMS,  PHILLIP  &  ASSOC 
Pier  35 

The  Embarcadero 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


WOMEN'S  TRANSP.  SEMINAR 
C/o  Therese  Watkins  MTC 
101  -  8th  Street 
Oakland,  CA  94607 


WORLD  MARKETING  SERVICES 
World  Trade  Center  -  #307 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


WORLD  TRADE  CLUB 
World  Trade  Center 
San  Francisco,  C A  941 1 1 


YACHT  RACING 
OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  BAY 
Fort  Mason,  M  Arine  Center 
San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


YELLOW  CAB  COMPANY 

1200  Mississippi 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


YMCAOfSF 

220  Golden  Gate 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


ARTS  COMMISSION  OF  S.  F. 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
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AAA  File  Codes 

AAA  WTP  FILE  DATA  CODES 


Lorita  Aarons 

Golden  Gateway  Tenants  Assn 
440  Davis  Court,  Apt.  1 222 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Leamon  J.  Abrams 

Bechtel  Group,  inc. 

50  Beale  Street 

P.O.  Box  193965 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 19-3965 


Paul/ Adelaide  Accornero 
Dreyer,  Mcintosli  &  Co. 
4  Embarcadero  Center 
Suite  1810 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Jim  Adams 

1525  Shrader 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Edwardo  M.  Adams 
Telegraph  IHiii  Dwellers 
550  Battery  Street  #816 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Lawana  Addiego 

Pier  39  Marina  Slip  Owner  Assoc. 

503  Diamond  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Meei-Lih  Ahmad 

SF  Bureau  of  Engineering 

750  Phelp  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Darius  Aidala 

1 348  Sacramento  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Capt.  Raymond  Aker 

CHINA  BASIN  MARITIME  HISTORY 

PARK  COMMITTEE 

2605  Waverly  Street 

Palo  Alto,  CA  94306 


Mr.  Norm  Albert 
Califomia  Crayfish 
Pier  45,  Shed  D 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Chuck  Aldredge 

Del  Monte  Foods 

One  Market  Plaza,  #525 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 19-3575 


Michael  Alexander 
1717  Mason  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


William  Alich 

World  Trade  Club 

World  Trade  Center 

Ferry  Building 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Joe  Alioto 
Alioto's  Restaurant 
8  Fisherman's  Wharf 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Nunzio  Alioto 
ALIOTO'S  #8 
Fisherman's  Wharf 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


F.  Alioto 

FRANCESCHI  CORPORATION 
498  Jefferson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Mario  Alioto 

Francheshi's  Restaurant 

498  Jefferson  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


M.  Alioto 

Harbor  Fisheries 

2936  Hyde  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Frank  Alioto 

N.  Alioto's  Pacific  Fair 

155  Jefferson  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Anthony  Alioto 
Nunzio  Corp. 
155  Jefferson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Frances  Alioto  Wilson 
The  Nunzio  Corporation 
155  Jefferson  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Jeanne  Allen 

JEANNE-MARC 

262  Sutter  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Robert  Allen 

SEA  CLIFF  PROPERTIES  ASSN. 

85  -  25th  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94121 


Vernon  Alley 

1355  Lombard  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Richard  Allman 

S.F.  Housing  and  Tenants  Council 

109  Gates  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Ms.  Noreen  Ambrose 
City  Attorney's  Office 
1390  Market  Street  -  6th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Ms.  Teresa  Anaya 
Baseline 

5900  Hollis  Street,  Ste  D 
Emeryville,  CA  94608 


Henry  Anderson 
131  Alma  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Katharine  Anderson 

2459  Larkin  St.  #8 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 
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Ms.  Marie  Ansak 

On  Lok  Sr.  Health  Services 

1441  Powell  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


George  Apostolou 
Pier  1  Restaurant 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Margit  Arambum 
GCA  Group 
10  Tara  View  Rd. 
Tiburon,  CA  94920 


Alex  Argendeli 
909  Bay  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Fritz  Arko 

Fisherman's  Wharf  Assn. 

1873  Market  Street,  #3 

San  Francisco,  CA  94119-3730 


Fritz  Arko 
Pier  39 

P.O.  Box  193730 
San  Francisco,  CA  94119 


Geraldine  Armendariz 

World  Trade  Center  -  Room  226 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Michael  Asahira 
2100  -  20th  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 16 


Mario  &  Stephanie  Ascione 
Caffe  Macaroni 
59  Columbus  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Romulus  K.  Asenloo 

1670  Pine  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Paul  Ash 

S.  F.  FOOD  BANK 
303  Illinois  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Matthew  Ashe 

S.  F.  C&C  FOLIC  DEPT. 

C/O  REAL  ESTATE  DEFT 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue  -  Room  400 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Gwen  &  Jay  Asher 
Royal  Pacific  Motor  Inn 
661  Broadway 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ron  Ashwin 

Crab  Boat  Owners'  Association 

2907  Jones  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Eddie  K.  Au 

Fook  Chong  Hong  Friendly  Society 
Sam  Yup  Benevolent  Assn 
835  Grant  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Jim  Augustino  Jodi  Aurely  Jurgen  Aust 

CATELLUS  CORPORATION  Gerson  Bakar  &  Associates  2414  Hillside  Avenue 

201  Mission  Street  1  Beach  Street  Berkeley,  CA  94704 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105  San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Bernard  Averbuch  Ernest  Ayala  A.  Azzalini 

MARKET  ST.  DEVELOPMENT  PROJECT  Centro  Latino  1700  Stockton  St. 

870  Market  Street  1656  -  15th  Street  San  Francisco,  CA  94133 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102  San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Mr.  Tony  Azzolini 
Caffe  Roma  Roasting  Co. 
526  Columbus  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Alessandro  Baccari 
Fisherman's  Wharf  Association 
1873  Market  St.  #3 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Buck  Bagot 
82  Second  St. 
Suite  204 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Karin  D.  Baird 
Washington  Sq.  Inn 
442  Post  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Adah  Bakalinsky 
101  Lombard  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Edgar  Baker 

2550  Hyde  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Hank  Baker 
BAYSIDE  VILLAGE 
501  Second  Street  -  #720 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Charles  Baker 

Telegraph  Land.  Homeowners  Assn 

1 50  Lombard  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Karl  Baldauf 

Damon  Raike  &  Company 
100  Pine  Street,  Suite  1800 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 
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Mano  Balestrieri 

649  ■  27th  Avenue 

San  FtBncisco,  CA  94121 


S.M.  Balestrieri 

Fisherman's  Wharf  Seafoods,  Inc. 

1014  Revere  Ave. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124-7447 


J.  Balestrieri 
M.  Alioto  Seafoods 
Foot  Of  Hyde  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Karen  Ball 

Geomatrix  Consultants 
100  Pine  Street,  10th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Anna  Maria  Bambara 
Bank  Of  America 
1455  Stockton  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Bonnie  Bamberg 

Tuntex  Property 

150  Executive  Park  Boulevard 

San  Francisco  ,  CA  94134 


John  Bardis 

1501  Lincoln  Way 

San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Ms.  Helen  Barkley 
Greater  West  Portal  Neigh.  Assoc. 
10025  El  Camino  Real  #15 
Atascadero,  CA  93422-581 1 


William  Barnickel 

IRVING  STREET  MERCHANTS  ASSN 

2045  Irving  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Chris  Bamish 

M  &  N  Fish  Co. 

2390  Jerrold  Ave. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Henry  Bamum 
LOSPADRINOSOF  PT&T 
5014  Vannoy  Avenue 
Castro  Valley,  CA  94546 


Michael  Baron 
1440  Cerro  Gordo 
Santa  Fe,  NM  85701 


Lorraine  Barraza 
Winingham,  Roberts  &  Fama 
60  Spear  Street,  Suite  800 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


B.  J.  Barron 

GERSON  BAKAR  &  ASSOCIATES 

201  Filbert  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Shura  Barry 

DBA  THE  BARRY  GROUP 

Pier  26  -  2nd  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Oriindo  Barsetti 

SERVICE  ENGINEERING  COMPANY 
Pier  38 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Ms.  Cheryl  Barton 

E.D.A.W. 

753  Davis  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Brian  Basinger 

HOULIHAN'S  THE  ANCHORAGE 
2800  Leavenworth  Street  -  #300 
San  Francisco,  C A  941 1 1 


Carol  Bauman 
47  Buckley 
Suite  10 

Sausalito,  CA  94965 


Dr.  Nadimir  Bazjanac 
P.O.  Box  4158 
Berkeley,  CA  94704 


Peter  Beck 
Northpoint  Investors 
Northpoint  Centre 
2351  Powell 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Herts  Beckman 

Little  City  Antipasta  Bar 

673  Union  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Herbert  Beckwith 
NATIONAL  MARITIME  MUSEUM 
Fort  Mason  Cen  Ter 
BIdg  E 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Ms.  Catherine  Bedell 
Lusty  Lady  Theatre 
1033  Kearny  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Morton  Beebe 

Morton  Beebe  Photography 
150  Lombard  Street,  #808 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Robert  Begley 

HOTEL  COUNCIL  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
323  Geary  Street -#51 7 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Tom  Beteher 

UNDERWATER  RESOURCES  DBA 
Pier  26 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Art  Belenson 

WEST  PORTAL  AVENUE  ASSN 
44  West  Portal  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94127 


Mike  Bell 

National  Park  Service 
BIdg.  E 

Lower  Fort  Mason 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Edward  Bennett 

PIER  50  ADVERTISING  AGENT 
401  China  Basin  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 
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Phil  Bentivegna 

Boat  "Butchie  B" 

60  Rollingswood  Drive  #53 

San  Rafael,  CA  94901 


Don  Bentley 
Bentley  Engineering 
180  Howard  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Wendy  Bentson 

2686  Greenwich  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Mike  Berline 

FWCAC/Berline  &  Assoc. 
555  Fulton  St.,  #201 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Ms.  Pamela  Berman 
Civil  Grand  Jury 
1703  Jones  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Roger  H.  Bernhardt 
536  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Barbara  Bemie 

1 280  Columbus  Avenue  -  Suite  3C 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Faye  Bemstein 
Faye  Bemstein  &  Associates 
450  Sansome  St.,  Suite  1400 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Jessica  Bernstein 

S.F.  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE 

465  California  Street 

San  Francisco  -  9th  Floor,  CA  94104 


Jose  Berrios 
Berrios  Construction 
1335  Evans 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Alex  Berutti 

20  Idora  Way 

San  Francisco,  CA  94127 


Ms.  Nancy  Bettman 

PERFORMEX 

Ferry  Building  -  Ste  3045 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Marc  Beyeler 

California  Coastal  Conservancy 
1330  Broadway,  Ste  1100 
Oakland,  CA  94612 


Robert  Beyer 

Limbach,  Limbach  &  Sutton 
2001  Ferry  Building 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Giordano  Bianchi 

Caffe  Italia 

706  Vallejo  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Peter  Bianucci 
1731  -  43rd  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Doug  Biederbeck 
Roti/BIX 

155  Steuart  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Mrs.  Barbara  Bielen 

MONTEREY  HEIGHTS  HOME  ASSN. 

66  St.  Elmo  Way 

San  Francisco,  CA  94127 


Susan  J.  Bierman 
1529  Shrader  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 7 


Gordon  Biersch 

Dean  Biersch 

Hill's  Plaza 

345  Spear  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Dean  Biersch 

Gordon  Biersch  Brewing  Co. 

2  Harrison  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Maurice  &  Marie  Bigue 

Castro  Hotel 

705  Vallejo  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Joseph  R.  Bisho 

WORLD  TRADE  CENTER 

Ferry  Building  -  #300 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1  -4274 


Paul  Bishop 
Harbor  Bay  Maritime 
1141  Harbor  Bay  Parkway 
Alameda,  CA  94502 


Amado  L.  Bituin 
Golden  Star  Corporation 
World  Trade  Center  -  Ste.  202 
San  Francisco,  C A  941 1 1 


John  Bizzell 

Trostler  Bizzell 

2  Townsend  Street,  #1-403 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Dave  Black 

427  -  32nd  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94121 


Donald  Black 

PRESIDIO  HEIGHTS  ASSOCIATION 
OF  NEIGHBORS 
3383  Pacific  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


William  &  Dorothy  Blake 

264  Maliorca  Way 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Jeff  Blanchfield 
BCDC 

30  Van  Ness  Avenue 
Suite  2011 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
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Ronald  Blatman 
OEPD 

159  City  Hall  -  Room  159 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Dian  Blomquist 

1632  Taylor  St.  #3 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Mr.  Art  Blum 

ART  BLUM  PUBLIC  RELATIONS 

900  Front  Street 

San  Francisco,  C A  94 111 


Mr.  Don  Blum 
DON  BLUM  PR  AGENCY 
291  Geary  Street  -  #619 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Craig  Blumenthal 

San  Francisco  Bay  Club 

150  Greenwich 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Nancy  Boas 

3329  Washington  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


Armando  Bolanos 

BUSINESS  &  PROFESSIONAL 

ASSOCIATION  OF  NOE  VALLEY 

3823  -  24th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Mr.  Benjamin  G.  Bolles 
Meehan  Bolles  Builders 
3033  Market  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Bruce  Bonaker 

Glen  Park  Neighbors 

do  Bruce  Bonaker 

333  Bryant  Street.  Suite  220 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Alexander  C.  Bonutti 
Kaplan-McLaughlin-Diaz 
222  Vallejo  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Conwin  &  Caroline  Booth 
221  Main  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Anna- Marie  Booth 
AT&T  Government  Relations 
795  Folsom  Street,  #220 
San  Francisco,,  CA  94107 


Russel  Booth 
Nat1  Maritime  Museum 
Presidio  Of  S.F. 
BIdg.  275,  Crissy  Field 
San  Francisco,  CA  94129 


Max  Borinstein 

Bistro  Roti 

155  Steuart  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Kenneth  E.  Bosanko 
SOUTHERN  PACIFIC  TRANSP.  CO 
One  Market  Plaza  -  #897 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Kenmit  H.  Boston 
BKB  Associates 
2315  Divisadero  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


James  J.  Bourgart 
PBQ&D 

303  Second  Street,  9th  Fl. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Karen  Bowman 

Pacific  Gateway  Properties 

Two  Rincon  Center 

121  Spear  Street,  #303 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Marvin  Boyd 

Hungry  I/Chowder  House,  Inc. 

546  Broadway 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Roger  Boyer 

1009  MacDonald  Ave. 

Richmond,  CA  94801 


Stephen  Brady 
155  Steuart 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Dr.  Walter  Brame 
BAY  AREA  URBAN  LEAGUE 
Kaiser  Center  Mall  -  #21 1 
344  -  20th  Street 
Oakland,  CA  946 12 


Tom  Branch 

2835  Larkin  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Ms.  Pamela  Branch 
State  Farm  Insurance 
1275  Columbus  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Peter  Brand 

Ca.  St.  Coastal  Conservancy 
1330  Broadway  St. 
Suite  1100 
Oakland,  CA  9461 2 


Matthew  Branner 
1139  Market  Stt-#142 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Gray  Brechin 

1364  Scenic  Avenue 

Berkeley,  CA  94708 


Mr.  &  Mrs.  Henry  Breen 
Telegraph  Landing  Bd.  Of  Dir. 
150  Lombard  Street  -  #701  • 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Robert  Brewer 

CATELLUS  CORPORATION 

201  Mission  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


John  Brewer 

MAIDEN  U\NE  ASSOCIATION 

1 35  Maiden  Lane 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 
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Marit  Brickman  Georgia  Brittan  Bradley  Broccoli 

Terra  Verde  Botanical  San  Franciscans  Reasonable  Growth  Morgan  Purcell  Products 

4024  Army  Street  460  Duncan  Street  990  Columbus  Ave. 

San  Francisco.  CA  94131  San  Francisco,  CA  94131  San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


James  R.  Bronkema 
Embarcadero  Center  Ventures 
3  Embarcadero  Center 
Suite  2360 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Marie  Brooks 

VAN  NESS  AVENUE  ASSOC./DASF 
1 395  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Wayne  Brouhard 

Golden  Gate  Tennis  &  Swiim  Club 

370  Dnjmm  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Maya  Brouwer 

MARINA  MERCHANTS  ASSN.,  INC 

1879  Greenwich  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Basilette  Brown 
909  Bay  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Jack  &  Susan  Brown 

48  Gateway  Plaza 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Karen  Brown 

P.O.  Box  471777 

San  Francisco,  CA  94147 


Kenneth  Brown 
Frank's  Fisherman  Supply 
366  Jefferson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Jared  Brown 

PACIFIC  GAS  &  ELECTRIC  CO 
303  Second  St.  -  Ste  400N 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Peter  C.  Brown 
The  Anchorage 
2800  Leavenworth  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Cindy  Brown 
Woodbine  Alaska  Fish  Co. 
P.O.  Box  757 
Rio  Vista,  CA  94571 


David  &  Mimi  Bruce 
Caffe  Freddy's 
901  Columbus  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ed  Bruin 

154  Lombard  Street,  #40 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Franco  Bruno/N.  Giuliani 
Caffe  Malvina 
1600  Stockton  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Arthur  Bruzzone 
Sorel  Investments 
1728  Union  Street,  #311 
San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Elliott  D.  Buchdruker 
Pier  15 

The  Embarcadero 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Mark  Buell 
Tuntex 

150  Executive  Park 
San  Francisco,  CA  94134 


Bob  &  Gene  Bugatto 
California  Shellfish  Co. 
420  Jefferson  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Jim  Buie 

Mines  Interests 

101  California  St.,  #4500 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Luz  Buitrago 

S.F.  Neighborhood  Legal  Fund 

49  Powell  sTreet 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Barry  L.  Bunshoft 

HANCOCK,  ROTHERT  &  BUNSHOFT 
Four  Embarcadero  Center 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


David  Burch 

Planning  Division,  BAAQMD 

939  Ellis  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Ken  Burger 

Franciscan  Restaurant 

Pier  43  1/2 

Embarcadero 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Bradley  Burke 

The  SWA  Group 

2200  Bridgeway  Boulevard 

Sausalito,  CA  94965 


Robert  Burkhardt 

SF  CONSERVATION  CORPS 

Fort  Mason 

BIdg  1 1 1 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Ms.  Lynn  Burnim 
PACIFIC  BELL 
140  New  Montgomery 
Francisco,  CA  94105 


Nancy  Burns 

162  Peabody  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94134 
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Mary  Burns 

Recreation  &  Parks  Dept. 
McLaren  Lodge,  GG  Park 
Fell  &  Stanyan  Sts. 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 7 


Gary  Burns 

Tarantino's  Restaurant 
Fisherman's  Wharf 
206  Jefferson  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Jill  Burton 

56  Sanchez  St.  #2 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Dr.  Robert  Bush 

DUBOCE  TRIANGLE 

NEIGHBORHOOD  ASSOCIATION 

1 7  Beaver  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Larry  Bush 
Embarcadero  YMCA 
169  Steuart  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Dave  Bushett 

155  Jackson  Street,  #403 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1  -1921 


John  Buss 

Byaside  Piaza/Steuart  St.  Owners 
188  The  Embarcadero,  #500 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


John  Buss 

J- Dart  Developments  Inc. 
188  Embarcadero,  Ste.  480 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Andrew  Butler 

60  Federal  Street  -  #301 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Hugh  Bwll 

SUNSET  HEIGHTS  ASSOCIATION  OF 
RESPONSIBLE  PEOPLE  (SHARP) 
1723  -  8th  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Mr.  Killian  Byrne 
Golden  Gateway  Center 
460  Davis  Court 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Carolyn  M.  Caine 
P.O.  Box  460548 
San  Francisco,  CA  94146 


Richard  Callejo 

PARKMERCED  RESIDENTS 

ORGANIZATION 

552  Arballo  Drive 

San  Francisco,  CA  94132 


Ms.  Joanna  Callenbach 
SF  BAC 

219  Stanyan  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94118 


Albert  Camilleri 
Marines  Terminal 
Attn:  Pier  27 
600  Harrison  St.,  Ste.  200 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Mr.  Virgiiio  A.  Camota 
JENKEN  FREIGHT  SERVICES 
13  Chateau  Court 
So.  San  Francisco,  CA  94080 


Charles  Campbell 
Campbell-Thiebaud  Gallery 
647  Chestnut  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Brian  Cannell 
728  Coyote  Road 
San  Jose,  CA  951 1 1 


Domenic  Cannizzaro 
Jefferson  Street  Building  Inc. 
785  Market  Street  #11 50 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Larry  Cannon 
Cannon  Design  Group 
40  Gold  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Forrest  G.  Canutt 
BAY  AREA  TANK  &  MARINE 
4851  Sunrise  Drive  -#104 
Martinez,  CA  94553 


Gregory  T.  Carbillido 
Geo/Resource  Consultants,  inc. 
505  Beach  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Richard  Carleton 

San  Francisco  Citizens  Association 

1525  Beach  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Clifford  Carlsen 

San  Francisco  Business  Times 

325  Fifth  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Ron  Carlson 

805  Capuchino  Drive 

Millbrae,  CA  94030 


Richard  Carman 

Wilson,  ihrig  &  Associates,  Inc. 
5776  Broadway  Street 
Oakland,  CA  94618 


Patrick  Carney 

631  O'Farrell  Street  ■  Apt.  607 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Ms.  Janet  Carpineili 

Lower  Potrero  Hill  Nieghborhood 

934  Minnesota  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Francis  Carr 

2426  Taraval  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 16 


George  Carr 

UVUREL  HEIGHTS  IMPROVEMENT 

ASSOCIATION 

63  Lupine  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 
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Jim  Carroll  Anthony  Casali  Tony  Casali 

HYATT  REGENCY  HOTEL  366  Park  Place  Drive  366  Park  Place  Drive  #90  W 

Five  Embarcadero  Center  Petaluma,  CA  94954  Petaluma,  CA  94954 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Mr.  Virgil  Caselli 
CABLE  CAR  FRIENDS 
119  Ham  Court 
Tiburon,  CA  93272 


Ms.  Michaela  Cassidy 
SF  Chamber  Of  Commerce 
465  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Jose  &  Marta  Castellucci 
II  Pollaio/Ristorante  Castellucci 
555  Columbus  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Gonzalo  Castro 
4479-  17th  Street,  #N4 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Janice  Catalano 

35  Gateway  Plaza 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Jerry  Cauthen 
824  Northvale  Road 
Oakland,  CA  94610 


Ms.  Suzanne  Cauthen 
Telegraph  Hill  Dwellers 
1321  Montgomery  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Richard  Cavalli 

ILWU  -  LOCAL  34 

#4  Beny  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Marty  Cereles 

RENESON  HOTEL  GROUP 

121  -  7th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Ms.  Virginia  Cerenio 
PARATRANSIT  BROKER 
544  Golden  Gate  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-7265 


Anne  Cervantes 
89  Coleridge  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Giancarlo  Cestarollo 
Alfa  Center 
857  Columbus  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


John  Cetinich 

PMO  SF  MUNI  PROJECTS 

4645  Marigny 

New  Orleans,  LA  70122 


Alan  Chalmers 

INNER  SUNSET  ACTION  COMMITTEE 
1231  -  12th  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Sidney  Chan 

Chinese  Chamber  Of  Commerce 
730  Sacramento  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Philip  Chan. 
Sinocast 

137  Waverly  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Sai  Ung  Chan-Sew 
Chinatown  Child  Development 
615  Grant  Ave.,  5th  Fir. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


David  Chang 

1 439  Leavenworth 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Henry  Chang 

888  Post  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Albert  Chang 
Commercial  Realty 
SUA  Clement  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


l-Nan  Chang 
World  Joumal 
231  Adrian  Rd. 
Millbrae,  CA  94030 


Ted  Chapin 

Whisier-Patri  Architects 

2  Bryant  Street 

P.  O.  Box  7054 

San  Francisco,  CA  94120 


Unda  Chapman 

630  Mason  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108-3145 


Pierre  Chapman 

PIP  Printing 

700  Filbert  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


James  Chappell 
EDAW,  Inc. 
753  Davis  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA 


Don  Chee 
PUC/UEB 

1 1 55  Market  Street 

San  Francisco,  California  94103 


Ms.  Dorothy  Chen 
Community  Educational  Services 
777  Stockton  St.,  #108 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 
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Pao  Chen 

Interpacific  Technology,  Inc. 
2417  Mariner  Square  Loop,  226 
Alameda,  CA  94501 


Claudine  Cheng 

Attorney  At  Law 

1388  Sutter  Street,  Suite  820 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Gordon  Chester 
SPEAK 

1334  23rd  Ave. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Ms.  Julie  Cheung 
Neighborhood  Arts  Program 
750  Kearny,  3rd  Fir 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Chas.  Reese/Neil  Chichizola 
Robert  &  Joan  Moretto 
300  Lakeside  Drive 
24th  Floor 
Oakland,  CA  9461 2 


Rev.  Calvin  Chin 
925  Stockton  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Lenore  Chin 

SF  Human  Rights  Comm. 

One  Scott  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Bemie  Choden 

85  Cleary  Court,  #1 1 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Hagen  Choi 

One  Daniel  Burnham  Court,  #315-C 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Mr.  Gordon  H.  Chong 
Gordon  H.  CHong  &  Assoc. 
130  Sutter  St. 
Suite  300 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Richard  Chong,  O.D. 

1833  Powell  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Stanley  Chow 
25505  O'Keefe  Lane 
Los  Altos,  CA  94022 


Kevin  Choy 
Sang  Sang  Market 
1143  Stockton  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Gary  Christensen 
Drever  Partners 

4  Embarcadero  Center,  Ste.  1810 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Pat  Christensen 

S.F.  Council  of  District  Merchants 
Box  31802 

San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Angela  Chu 

1525  Grant  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Rev.  Harry  Chuck 
Cameron  House 
920  Sacramento  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


John  &  Angela  Chung 

640  Davis  St.  #27 

San  Francisco,  C A  941 11 


Ms.  Anni  Chung 
Self  Help  For  The  Elderly 
407  San  some  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 11 


Ms.  Dianne  Church 

US  Dept.  Of  Commerce/EDA 

Jackson  Fed.  BIdg/Room  1856 

915  Second  Ave. 

Seattle,  WA  98174 


John  P.  Ciddio 

671  Illinois  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Mr.  Joseph  Cincotta 
F.  Alioto  Fish  Co. 
440  Jefferson  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


L  Evans/G  Farber/S.  Cipinko 
Evans,  Farber  &  Cipinko 
540  Pacific  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Borzoni  Belluomini  Cipollina 
U.S.  Restaurant,  Inc. 
431  Columbus  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Bill  Clark 

801  Sutter  Street,  Apt  103 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Marilyn  E.  Clark 

1513  Cole  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Eleanor  Clark 
BETA  WEST,  INC. 
345  Spear  St.,  Ste.  735 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Allan  Clark  William  D.  Clark  Nancy  Clark 

CAUF.  DEPT.  OF  FOOD  &  AGRIC.  Clark-Mann  &  Assoc.  Inc.  ESA 

1220  N.  Street- Room  425  203  Columbus  Ave.  301  Brannan  Street  #200 

Sacramento,  CA  95814  San  Francisco,  CA  94133  San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


C-23 


Conchita  V.  Clark 
United  California  Factors 
160  Spear  Street  #280 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Graham  Claytor 
1349  Regent  Street 
Alameda,  CA  94501 


Gilbert  Cleasby 

2373  Washington  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Davis  &  Linda  Clements 
C/o  Arthur  Andersen  Co. 
333  San  Carlos  St.  #1500 
San  Jose,  CA95110 


Ms.  Heather  Clendenin 
UCB-Dept  Landscape  &  Architecture 
202  Wurster  Hall 
Berkkeley,  CA  94720 


David  Clover 

2  Bryant  Street,  Suite  220 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Ms.  Johanna  Coble 
Landor  Associates 
1001  Front  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Mary  Lou  Cockcroft 

719  Bay  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Ms.  Mary  Lou  Cockcroft 

C/O  WALRUS  SALES  COMPANY 

465  California  -  #51 1 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Ms.  Anne  Coffelt 
Landor  Associates 
1001  Front  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Barry  Cohan 

COHAN  SEAFOOD  INC. 

Pier  33 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Donald  &  Elaine  Cohen 
440  N.  McClurg,  Apt.  322 
Chicago,  IL  60611 


Merrill  Cohn 

1616  Oakwood  Drive 

San  Mateo,  CA  94403-3919 


Sanford  Cohn 
Fish  Alley  Bar  &  Grill 
400  Jefferson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Carol  Colbert 

CRESCI  ELECTRIC  COMPANY 

Pier  1  1/2 

The  Embarcadero 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Buddy  Cole  Dr.  Arthur  Coleman  Larry  Col  ins 

World  Trade  Center  -  Ste.  275-B  Coleman  Medical  Center  Rsh  R  Us 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1  6301  -  6315  Third  Street  535  Ramsell  St.  #20E 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124  San  Francisco,  CA  94132 


Edith  Coliver 

156  Lombard  Street,  #16 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Frank  Colla 

Gino  &  Carlo 

548  Green  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Mike  Collins 

Regional  VP,  TDI 

120  Howard  Street  -  Suite  450 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Ms.  Linda  Colotti 
BAY  BLOSSOMS 
Ferry  Building  Arcade 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Kevin  Comora 

TELE  VU 

218  -  9th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Dennis  Conaghan 
Pacific  Property  Services 
Four  Embarcadero  Center 
Suite  2600 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Denise  Conley 

Keyser-Marston  Associates 
55  Pacific  Avenue  Mall 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Virginia  Conway 

537  Jones  Street  -  #982 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Preston  Cook 

1699  Van  Ness  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Arthur  T.  Cooke,  Jr. 

Bank  Of  California 

400  Califomia  Street,  9th  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


George  Cookson 

1000  Northpoint  Street,  #1088 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Phil  Corbin 

57Tamalpais  Avenue,  #10 
San  Anselmo,  CA  94960 


Ken  Coren 

265  Miller  Ave. 

Mill  Valley,  CA  94941 


F  Avella/S  Cortara/M  Lavino 
Grazie  Restaurant 
515  Columbus  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Estelle  Cory 
Cory  Gallery 
99  Barbara  Way 
Tiburon,  CA  94920 


Robert  Costa 

B.A.L.M.A. 

400  Northpoint  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Joseph  V.  Costello,  Jr. 
SAINT  FRANCIS  MARINE  CTR 
835  China  Basin  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Allene  "Chockie"  Cottier 
AMERICAN  INDIAN  CENTER 
2345  Third  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Maureen  Couture 

One  Market  Street  Restaurant 

One  Market  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Bart  Cox 
Car  Wash 
2  Bay  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


David  Cox 

DAVID  COX  ASSOCIATES 
World  Trade  Center  -  #204 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


George  Craig 

972  Grosvener  Place 

Oakland,  Ca  94610 


Ms.  Barbara  N.  Craig 
C/O  J.  RAY  MCKINNEY  &  CO. 
One  Sharon  Court 
Piedmont,  C A  94611 


Jim  Craig 

GANNETT  TRANSIT  SHELTERS 

81 1  Folsom  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


William  Craig 

WALLS  &  MOODY.AIA 

2644  Hyde  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Tom  Creedon 
Scoma's  Restaurant 
Pier  47 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Frank  Cresci 

B.A.L.M.A. 

400  Northpoint  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Tony  Cresci 

Cresci  Brothers 

2  Fisherman's  Wharf 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Gray  Creveling 

NOB  HILL  ASSOCIATION 

1 2  Leroy  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Paul  Crismani 
Bohemian  Cigar  Store 
566  Columbus  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


J.  Brattesani/M.  Crivello 

Caesar's 

2299  Powell  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Agostino  &  Anna  Crotti 
Tommaso's  Restaurant 
1042  Kearny  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Tom  Crowley 
Red  &  White  Fleet 
Pier  41 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Jerry  Croxdale 

1440  Broadway -#106 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Raul  Cruz 

INTER-PACIFIC  SHIPPING 
444  Ocean  Blvd  -  Suite  503 
Long  Beach,  CA  90802 


Robert  Cubberly 

Fog  City  Diner 

1300  Battery 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Jim  Culbeaux 

1066  Grand  View  Drive 

Berkeley,  CA  94705 


Peter  Culley 

Peter  Culley  &  Assoc. 

303  Second  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


John  Cunin 

Cypress  Club 

500  Jackson  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Christopher  Curry 

655  Corbett  Avenue  -  #503 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Ms.  Barbara  S.  Curry 
Limbach,  Limbach  &  Sutton 
2001  Ferry  BIdg. 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Tom  Curtin 

NORTH  POINT  NEIGHBORS  ASSN 

2925  Larkin  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 
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Lorine  Marie  D'Agostino 
Wells  Fargo  Bank 
468  Columbus  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Joan  Dahlgren 
North  Beach  NOW 
1756  Stockton  St.,  #1 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Jerry  Dal  Bozzo 
Calzone's  Pizza  Cucina 
253  Columbus  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Millie  Danch 

2516  -  16th  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 16 


Ms.  Wendy  Darling 

C/o  Klamath  Ferryboat  Association 

2260  Vallejo  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Philip  Darney,  M.D. 
1 5  Ashbury  Terrace 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 7 


Ms.  Peggy  DaSilva 

SPEAK  (SUNSET-PARKSIDE 

EDUCATION  &  ACTION  COMMITTEE) 

326  Lawton  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Robert  David 

Golden  Gate  Bridge  HTD 

Box  9000 

Presidio  Station 

San  Francisco,  CA  94129 


Robert  David 

GOLDEN  GATE  VALLEY  NEIGH.  ASSN. 
2634  Franklin  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Ms.  Lois  Davidson 
MOBIL  OIL  CORPORATION 
RENT  PAYABLE  UNIT 
P.  O.  B900 

Dallas,  TX  75221-0900 


Rodman  O.  Davis 
P.  O.  Box  2179 
Guerneville,  CA  95446 


Patrick  Davis 

Fishing  Boat  "Deborah  Ann" 
P.O.  Box  371138 
Montara,  CA  94037-1138 


John  Davis 

MISSION  CREEK  HARBOR  ASSN. 
300  Channel  Street  -  #21 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


William  Dawkins 
CATELLUS  CORPORATION 
201  Mission  Street 
.  San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Joseph  P.  Day 

2424  -  23rd  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 16-2437 


James  Day 

Fremont  Reinsurance  Company 
100  California,  9th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


James  W.  Day,  AVP 
Fremont  Reinsurance  Company 
100  California,  9th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Lucia  De  Respinis 
S.F.  Art  Institute 
800  Chestnut  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Leslie  Dean 

Ferry  Building,  Room  230-233 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


John  DeBecker 

PARKSIDE  DISTRICT  IMPROVEMENT 
CLUB,  INC. 

2170  -  36th  Ave  -  PO  Box  16301 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 16 


Leslie  Deboer 
Edaw  Landscape 
753  Davis 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


ivlanuel  Del  Campo 

Del  Campo  &  Maru  Associates 

85  Federal  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Alberto  Del  Cupolo 

II  Padrino 

622  Green  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ed  DeLaCoJZ 

West  Bay  Filipino  Multi-Serv.  Corp 

953  Mission  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Christopher  Delaney 

1 28  Texas  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Mike  Dellar 

ONE  MARKET  RESTAURANT 
234  Magnolia  Avenue 
Larkspur,  CA  94939 


Gene  DeMar 

RINCON  TENACIOUS  TENANTS 

29  Guy  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


*  Vernon  DeMars 
DeMars  &  Maletic 
240  The  Uplands 
Berkeley,  CA  94705 


Henry  Der 

CHINESE  FOR  AFFIRMATIVE  ACTION 
1 7  Walter  Lum  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Ron  Derenzi 

Bank  Of  The  West 

580  Green  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


C-26 


Raj  Desai 
Olmm-Desai 

333  Bryant  Street,  #240 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


John  G,  Despot 

DESPOT  NELSON  &  COMPANY 
World  Trade  Center  -  Suite  222 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Lokelani  Devone 
C/o  Nancy  Pelosi 
450  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


fvlike  Dewees 
DEU^NCEY  STREET 
600  Embarcadero 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Michael  Dexter 
HARBOR  TOURS,  INC. 
Pier  41 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Evelyn  Dexter 

THE  SALVATION  ARMY  SENIOR 

ACTIVITIES  CENTER 

360  -  4th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


John  Diamante 

221  Main  Street  #1401 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105-1932 


Carolyn  Diamond 
Greater  Market  St.  Dev.  Corp. 
870  Market  Street  -  #456 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Ms.  Ilene  Dick 
Chinatown  Resource  Center 
1525  Grant  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Jeanette  Dinwiddie- Moore 
Dinwiddle  &  Associates 
1 2222  Pevero 
Tustin,  CA  92680 


Ms.  Christina  Diosdado 
CAL  POLY  -  Student 
1 1 9  Buena  Vista  Terrace 
San  Francisco,  CA  94117 


Danila  DiPiramo 

Danilo's  Bakery 

516  Green  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Don  Disler 

660  Market  Street  -  #300 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Marina  Ditano 
Columbus  Restaurant 
611  Broadway 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


ThoDo 

HOTELS  RESTAURANT 
WORKERS'  UNION  -  LOCAL  2 
209  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Dr.  Evan  Dobelle 

SF  Community  College  District 

50  Phelan  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94112 


Tom  Donahoe 

PACIFIC  TELESIS  FOUNDATION 
130  Kearny  Street  -  #3351 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Marjorie  Donalds 
Lick-Wilmerding  High  School 
755  Ocean  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 12 


Matthew  Donaldson 

SFO  Airporter 

923  Foisom  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Mr.  Ward  Donnelly 

GENEVA-MISSION  BUSINESS  ASSN 
1249  Geneva  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 12 


J.  E.  Doty 

METRO  PACIFIC  CORPORATION 

952  Sutter  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Robert  Witt  Downing 

P.O.  Box  2856 

San  Francisco,  CA  94126 


Betsy  Doyle 

North  Beach  Neighbors 

P.O.  Box  3301 15 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Donald  Doyle 

SF  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE 
465  California  Street  -  #900 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Dave  DramI 

SUPERSTRUCTURES 
24200  Clawiter  Road 
Hayward,  CA  94549 


Boris  Dramov 
ROMA  Design  Group 
1527  Stockton  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Michael  Draznin 
Landor  Associates 
1001  Front  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Babette  Drefke 

Potrero  Boosters  &  Merchants  Assn 

1459  18th  St.,  #133 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Ron  Duckhorn 

Red  &  White  Fleet/Bay  Cruise 
Pier  41 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Turan  Duda 

Cesar  Pelli  And  Associates 
1056  Chapel  Street 
New  Haven,  CT  06510 


Ronald  A.  Dudum 
TRI  Commercial  Brokerage 
100  Pine  Street  -  Ste.  2300 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


D.  Jan  Duffy 

2460  Clay  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Ms.  Pamela  S.  Duffy 

COBLENTZ,  CAHEN,  McCABE,  BREYER 

222  Kearny  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Donna  Dunlap 

SOUTHERN  PACIFIC  TRANS.  CO. 
101  California  Street,  Ste  2050 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


John  Dumfiam 
Pier  39 

P.O.  Box  193730 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 19-3730 


Don  Dutil 

CRESTUKE  PROPERTY  OWNERS 
ASSOCIATION 
370  Crestlake  Drive 
San  Francisco,  CA  94132 


Jotin  &  June  Dwyer 
2  Fallon  Place,  #46 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Jack  Early 

Alcatraz  Heigfits  Improvemt  Assn 

134  Pfeiffer  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Garrett  Eckbo 

1006  Cragmont  Avenue 

Berkeley,  CA  94708 


Kathleen  Ecker 

2628  Leavenworth 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ted  Eden 

EDEN  &  EDEN  ARCHITECTS 
1  Lombard  Street -#1306 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Frank  Edman 

Medi-Flight  Memorial  Hospitals 
1700  Coffee  Road 
Modesto,  CA  95355 


Mr.  Ron  Edwards 

We  Park/The  Smog  Man 

721  Filbert  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


John  Eells 

340  Channing  Way,  Apt  248 
San  Rafael,  CA  94903 


Steven  Ehrlich 
DBA  STEVE'S  MOBILE  DELI 
674  Orange  Avenue 
Novato,  CA  94947 


Stanley  Eichelbaum 
336  Moultrie  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 10-5619 


Nels  Ekiund 

CALIF  DEPT  MENTAL  HEALTH 
1600  -  9th  Street  -  Room  100 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


John  Elberling 

TENANTS  &  OWNERS  DEVELOPMENT 

CORPORATION  (TODCO) 

230  -  4th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Nancy  Ellen 

AT  YOUR  SERVICE 

88  Howard  Street,  Ste.  1901 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Harold  A.  Ellis,  Jr. 
GRUBB  &  ELLIS 
One  Montgomery  Street 
31st  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Ms.  Kathleen  Elsey 
Kathleen  Elsey  Design  inc. 
1612  Stockton  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Paul  Emond 

YVES  EOS 

2  Townsend  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Joe  Eng 

1419  Lincoln  Way 

San  Francisco,  CA  94122 

USA 


Landy  Eng 

Asian  Business  League  Of  SF 
166  Geary  Blvd.  #809 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Philip  Enquist 

SKIDMORE,  OWINGS  &  MERRILL 

333  Bush  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Nancy  Entek 

88  Howard  Street,  #1901 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Yves  Eos 

Yves  Eos  Hair  Salon 
Two  Townsend  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Jim  Eschen 
9  Corte  del  Bayo 
Larkspur,  CA  94939 


Ms.  Wilma  Espinoza 

THE  KAHLO  GROUP 

One  St.  Francis  Place  ■  #1 105 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Aline  Estournes 
North  Point  Investors 
2351  Powell  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 
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Mario  Evola 

Mario's  Service 

350  Beach  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Gerald  Fabian 

158  Shrader  Street- #3 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 7 


Tom  Faenzi 

Foreign  Trade  Services 
Pier  23 

San  Francisco,  C A 94 111 


Al  &  Nadia  Falchi 

BUNDOX  RESTAURANT,  INC. 

Pier  7 

San  Francisco,  C A  94 11 1 


Al  Falchi 

Waterfront  Restaurant 
Pier  7 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Paul  E.  Fama 

Winingham,  Roberts  &  Fama 
60  Spear  Street,  Suite  800 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Rorence  Fang 
1 70  Gellert  Dr. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94132 


Roger  &  Ann  Fasting 

640  Davis  St.  #42 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Martin  Fay 

So.  Beach  Marina  Apartments 

2  Townsend  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Thomas  &  Lucille  Feeney 

264  Mallorca  Way 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Robert  J.  Feldman 
1457  Chestnut -#1  A 
San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Scott  R.  Ferguson 

2814  Pine  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 15-2512 


Lawrence  Ferlinghetti 
City  Lights  Booksellers  &  Publ. 
261  Columbus  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Michele  &  Norine  Ferrante 

Girapolli 

659  Union  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Tom  Field 

San  Remo  Hotel 

2237  Mason  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Melvin  &  Gail  Figoni 
Rgoni  Hardware  Co. 
1351  Grant  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ron  Finger 

Finger  &  Moy  Architects 
231  San  some  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Ms.  Eve  Finocchio 

Finocchio's 

506  Broadway 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Mr.  James  Firth 
POTRERO  HILL  LEAGUE  OF 
ACTIVE  NEIGHBORS 
577  Arkansas  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Mr.  Kari  Fischer 

Market  Street  Railway  Company 
245  Sanchez  Street  -  #5 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Michael  Fischer 
Sienra  Club 
730  Polk  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Suzanne  Fitzgerald 

EMBARKO 

100  Brannan  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Ms.  Lynn  Flachman 
ESPIRIT  DE  CORP 
Lynne  Flachman  -  ACCTG. 
900  Minnesota 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Kevin  Flaherty 

550  Battery  Street  #1 702 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


**  Pat  Flanagan 

Fisherman's  Wharf  Merchants  Assn. 

P.O.  Box  26249 

San  Francisco,  CA  94126 


Ms.  Daria  Flanagan 
JMB  Institutional  Realty  Advisors 
100  Bush  Street  -  27th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104-3902 


Roger  Fleck 

BLUEPETER,  INC. 

John  Floros 

555  Illinois  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Robin  Fleenor 

60  Spear  St,  Suite  1050 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Martha  Fleetwood 
Home  Base 

870  Market  Street,  #1228 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Lany  Florin 

4303  -  24th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 
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Tom  Flowers 

155  Jackson  Street  -  #2003 
San  Francisco,  C A  94 11 1 


Terry  Fogette 
UNITED  VIDEO 
237  Greenwich  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Joseph  &  Doris  Folberg 

13  Gateway  Plaza 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Geoff  Follin 

663  Mangels  Way 

San  Francisco,  CA  94127 


R.  Gwin  Follis 

STANDARD  OIL  COI^PANY 
555  f^arket  Street  -  #1 824 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Joanna  Fong 

444  Deharo,  Ste  202 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Lew  Fong 

Bonds  Land  Investment  Co. 
456  Montgomery  St. 
Suite  700 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Rev.  Norman  Fong 
Chinatown  Alleyway  Impr.  Assn. 
1525  Grant  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Mr.  Steven  Fong 

Chinese  Chamber  Of  Commerce 
730  Sacramento  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Ms.  Cynthia  Fong 

Kai  King  Headstart 

865  Jackson  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Dr.  Benjamin  Fong 

Telegraph  Hill  Family  Medical  Grp. 

660  Lombard  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Mr.  Art  Fong 
Yarmouth  Group 

Two  Embarcadero  Center  -  #1650 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Elio  &  Mark  Fontana 
V.  Fontana  &  Co. 
7600  El  Camino  Real 
Colma,CA  94014 


Ms.  Gloria  Fontaneloo 

MARINA  NEIGHBORHOOD  ASSN. 

1435  Bay  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Ana  Forest 
Pedersen  Associates 
2  Bryant  Street,  Suite  210 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Mr.  Michael  D.  Franklin 
INTERUVNDJALSON 
201  Filbert  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


June  Fraps 
Telegraph  Hill  Dwellers 
1952  Stockton  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Hugh  Fraser 

2631  -  21st  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 16 


Mr.  Rod  Freebairn-Smith 
Telegraph  Hill  Dwellers 
442  Post  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


T.  J.  Freeman 

227  Presidio  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 5 


Mr.  Frederic  S.  Freund 
HANFORD/FREUND  &  COMPANY 
47  Kearny  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Helene  Fried 

463  -  1/2  Bryant  Street 

San  Fran  Cisco,  CA  94107 


Robert  Friese,  Esq 
Shartis  Friese  &  Ginsberg 
1  Maritime  Plaza,  #1800 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Peter  Frobenius 
Bechtel  Corporation 
45  Fremont 
27th  Floor,  Suite  A37 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Bob  Frost 

1  Market  Place  Newsletter 

276-8th  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


Laura  Fudge 
EPS 

1815  Fourth  Street 
Berkeley,  CA  94710-1910 


Gen  Fujioka 
Asian  Law  Caucus 
468  Bush  Street 
3rd  floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


George  Fuller 

Mosher  Management  Company 

10  Lombard  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 
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Lee  Anne  Fuller 
Northpoint  Apartrments 
2211  Stockton  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


James  G.  Fussell 

SMITH  BARNEY  &  COMPANY 

350  California  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Bruno  Galati 

Martinelli's 

532  Columbus  Ave. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Clare  Gallagher 

220  South  Spruce  Avenue  -  #101 
San  Francisco,  CA  94080 


Michael  Gallette 

Fisherman's  Wharf  Port  Tenants' 

Pier  45,  Shed  A 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Samuel  R.  Ganczaruk 
1410  Guerrero  Street,  #14 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Ellis  Gans 
301  Surrey 

San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Michael  Garavaglia 

725  Filbert  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Hank  Garcia 

127  Baden  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Reed  P.  Gardner 

World  Trade  Center  -  #270 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Jay  Gardner 
ADVENTURE  CAT 
1836  Milton  Road 
Napa,  CA  94559 


Dean  Gardner 

T.G.I. ,  INC 

World  Trade  Center  -  Suite  235 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Marsha  Garland 
800A  Lombard  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Marsha  Garland 
Garland  Public  Relations 
253  Columbus  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Christian  Gariick 
235  Hanover  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 12 


Brian  Gatter 
ASLA/NCC 
Box  471777 

San  Francisco,  CA  94147-1777 


John  Gattti 
Mobil  Oil  Corp. 
U.S.  Marine  Division 
P.O.  Box  6618 
Concord,  CA  94524 


Tim  Gaughan 
South  Beach  Harbor 
558  Melrose  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94127 


Alison  Geballe 
550  Davis  -  #7 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Blesilda  Gebreyesus 
3353  Solomon  Lane 
Alameda,  CA  94502 


V.C.  Gee 

Binghom  Associates 

1422  Clay  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Virginia  Gee 

Chinese  American  Citizens  All. 

1044  Stockton  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Gary  Gee 

Gary  Gee  Architects 

145  Stillman  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Larry  Gee 

Printing  Place 

528  Green  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Lester  W.  Gee 
Raymond,  Boulton  &  Gee 
843  Monbtgomery  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Bob  &  Bobbi  Geering 

Golden  Gate  Commons  Residents 

550  Davis  Street  #45 

San  Francisco,  C A  941 1 1 


Mark  P.  Geisreiter 

CB  Commercial  Real  Estate  Group 

Embarcadero  Center  West 

275  Battery  Street,  #1300 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1-3305 


Gerald  A.  Gellin,  MD 

BALBOA  TERRACE  HOMES  ASSN. 

245  San  Leandro  Way 

San  Francisco,  CA  94127 


Daniel  Genora 
877  Shotwell  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Mr.  Jeff  Genson 

UVUREL  VILUGE  MERCHANTS 
3445  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


John  Geraghty,  SF  Mgr. 
Kingston  Constructors,  Inc. 
660  Alabama  Street 
San  Frncisco,  CA  94110 


Michael  Geraldi 
Fisherman's  Grotto  #9 
9  Fisherman's  Wharf 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 
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Nino  Gerald 
Fisherman's  Grotto 
9  Fisherman's  Wharf 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Jim  Gerber 

Westenn  Athletic  Club 

1  Lombard  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Hartmut  Gerdes 
Square  One  Film  &  Video 
725  Filbert  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Hans  Gerson 

1200  Villa  Nueva  Drive 

El  Cerrito,  CA  94530 


Robert  Gerst 

1558-33rd  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Joelle  Giambruno 

1703  Parkwood  Drive 

San  Mateo,  CA  94403-3933 


Ann  Giampaoli 

1000  Union  Street,  Apt  203 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Vi  Gianaras 

NOE  VALLEY  MERCHANTS 

ASSOCIATION,  INC. 

4000  -  24th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Bruno  Giberti 

812Guenrero-#4 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Don  Gieb 

Jay-Dart  Development 

188  The  Embarcadero  -  Ste.  480 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Joe  Gigliotti 

LC  Litho  &  Graphics 

650  Vallejo  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Peter  Gilbert 

DREVER  PARTNERS,  INC. 

110  Embarcadero 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Charles  &  S.  Gill 
CTG  Consulting 
18  Privateer  Drive 
Corte  Madera,  CA  94925 


Laura  Gillespie 
Lou's  Pier  47  Restaurant 
300  Jefferson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Frankie  J.  Gillette 
85  Cleary  Court,  #4 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Maureen  &  Tom  Ginelli 
Capp's  Corner/New  Pisa 
1600  Powell 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Sam  Ginn 

PACIFIC  TELESIS  GROUP 

130  Kearny  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Mr.  Luigi  Giomi 

ASSN.  LUCCHESI  NEL  MONDO 
5051  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 12 


Gianfranco  Giotta 
Gaffe  Trieste,  Inc. 
609  Vallejo  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Tony  Giovanzana 
Coit  Liquors 
585  Columbus  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Steven  Giraudo 
Boudin/Pahsian  Bakery 
1995  Evans  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Louis  Giraudo 

San  Francisco  French  Bread  Co. 
7801  Edgewater  Drive 
Oakland,  CA  94625 


Barb  Girsch 

2611  California  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Sergio  &  Marcia  Giusti 
Firenze  By  Night 
1429  Stockton  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Brett  Gladstone 
Gladstone  &  Vettel 
177  Post  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Ms.  Carl  Glanville 

MT.  OLYMPUS  NIEGHBORS  ASSN 

290  Upper  Tenrace 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Graham  Glaytor 
1349  Regent  Street 
Alameda,  CA  94501 


Captain  J.  Gleeson 
S.F.P.D./Traffic 
San  Francisco,  CA 


Bob  Glenn 

278  Connecticut  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Kevin  Goess 

608  Ashbury  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94117 
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Cyrus  and  Tillie  Goldman 
940  Hillsborough 
Hillsborough,  CA  94010 


Jean  Goldman 
Farralon  Real  Estate 
75  Broadway,  Suite  205 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Peter  Goldman 
HYATT  REGENCY  HOTEL 
Five  Embarcadero  Center 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Mr.  Earl  Goldman 
MARIPOSA  PRESS 
40  E.  Verdugo  Ave. 
Burbank,  CA  91502-1931 


James  Goldsmith 
Pacific  General  Services 
200  East  Blithedale  Ave 
Mill  Valley,  CA  94941 


Francine  Goldstein 
Wharf  Plaza 
1855  Kearny 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ron  Golem 
465  49th  Street 
Oakland,  CA  94609 


Troy  Noonan/Russell  Golub 
Peachy  Puffs 
319  10th  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Joe  Gomez 

Pacific  Property  Services 
Four  Embarcadero  -  Ste.  2600 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Herbert  Gong 

Chinatown/N.  Beach  Child  Care 

715  Chestnut  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Victor  Gonzalez 
Taidan  Investment  Co. 
2740  Hyde  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Richard  Gooch 

Southern  Pacific  Transport.  Co. 
1  Market  Plaza,  Ste.  91 2 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Reka  Goode 

mc 

101  Eighth  Street 
Oakland,  CA  94607 


Doug  &  Kathryn  Gooding 
1405  Plymouth  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA 


J.  L.  Gorman 
PARAGRAPHICS,  INC. 
117  Mitchell  Blvd 
San  Rafael,  CA  94903 


John  Gott 

GMAC  Residential  Funding  Corp. 
1646  North  California,  #400 
Walnut  Creek.  CA  94596 


Paul  Gottlober 

TELEGRAPH  HILL  DWELLERS 

365  Green  Steet 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Zeke  Grader 
PCFFA 

P.O.  Box  989 
Sausalito,  CA  94966 


Leonard  Graf 
1141  Church  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Roland  &  Martha  Grannis 
TRS 

1234  Vernon  Tr. 
San  Mateo,  CA  94402 


Janet  L.  Graser 
Winingham,  Roberts  &  Fama 
60  Spear  Street,  Suite  800 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Ruth  &  James  Gravanis 
74  Mizpah 

San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Ann  Grazioli 

818  North  Point  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Edward  A.  Green 
BGK  FINANCIAL  GROUP 
One  Sansome  Street  -  #1 900 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Edward  Green  Ms.  Ellen  Greenberg  Noel  Gregorian 

GREEN  &  ZELLERBACH  Blayney,  Dyette  &  Greenberg  MODELMAKERS 

120  Montgomery  Street  -  #2100  70  Zoe  Street  -  Ste.  100  10150  Indian  Hill  Road 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104  San  Francisco,  CA  94107  Newcastle,  CA  95658 


Judith  Grelt 

Gerson  Bakar  &  Associates 

201  Filbert  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133-3298 


Arnold  Gridley 
CABLE  CAR  CHARTERS 
2830  Geary  Boulevard 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


Jennifer  Gridley 
Gridley  Associates 
1028  Lombard  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 
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Northam  &  Jean  Griggs 

640  Davis  St.  #16 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Larry  Grove 

KORVE  ENGINEERING 
155  Grand  Avenue,  #400 
Oakland,  CA  94612 


Kathryn  Gualtieri 
Office  Of  Historic  Preservation 
Department  Of  Parks  &  Rec. 
Sacramento.  CA  94296-0001 


Sal  Guardino 

Guardino's 

2801  Taylor  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Paul  Guardino 
Pacific  Colors 
31 G  Commercial  Blvd. 
Novato,  CA  94947 


Ted  Gullicksen 

SAN  FRANCISCO  TENANTS  UNION 

558  Capp  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Leiand  M.  Gustafson 

Vice  President,  PG&E 

303  Second  Street  -  #400  Nortfi 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Gerald  Gutenstein 
Sheraton  At  Fisherman's  Wharf 
2500  Mason  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Anna  M.  Guth 

Haight-Ashbury  Improvement  Assn 

137  Rivoli  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Jim  Haas 

163  Prospect  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


**  James  W.  Haas 
Civic  Pride! 

633  Battery  Street,  5th  fl. 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Louis  Habib 

CAYUGA  If^/IPROVEMENTASSN. 
690  Geneva  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 12 


Dorene  Hagen 

Gray  Panthers  of  San  Francisco 
1 182  Market  Street,  Suite  203 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Karl  Haglund 
MDC  Planning 
20  Somerset 
Boston,  MA  02108 


Frank  Hailey 

THE  ARCHITECTS  COLU\BORATIVE 

639  Front  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Anya-Malka  Halevi 

SOMA  Police/Comm.  Rel.  Coun. 

1338  Jessie  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Douglas  Hall 

Cole  Valley  Improvement  Assn. 

284  Frederick  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Curtis  Hall 

NATL  ENTERTMNT.  DATA,  INC. 
350  N.  Zang  Blvd. 
Dallas,  TX  75203-4439 


Sarah  Hallam 

405  Davis  Court  -  #1508 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Michael  Hallett 
GAUTHIER  &  HALLETT 
341  A  -  27th  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94121 


Vivian  Hallinan 

1080  ChestnutStreet,  #1  ID 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Anne  Halsted 

1308  Montgomery  Street,  #2 
San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Ms.  Sheryl  Hamlin 
TELEGRAPH  HILL  DWELLERS 
330  Chestnut  Street 
San  Francisc  o,  CA  94133 


Kenzo  Handa 
Ron  Lutsko 

Pier  1  1/2  The  Embarcadero 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Michael  Handles 

WEST  OF  TWIN  PEAKS  CENTRAL 

COUNCIL 

374  Benito  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94127 


D.  Carl  Hanson 

San  Francisco  Drydock 

P.O.  Box  7644 

San  Francisco,  CA  94120 


Ms.  Lisa  Hantzsche 
Sien'a  Club-Open  Space  Cmte 
260  Juanita  Avenue 
Pacifica,  CA  94044 


Michael  Hardeman 
2660  Newhall  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


C-34 


Michael  Harris 

Lawyers  Comm.  for  Civil  Rights 
301  Mission  Street,  #400 
San  Francisco  ,  CA  94105 


Robert  Hanis 
PANSINI  CORPORATION 
480  S  econd  Street  -  #102 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Randall  Harris 
S.  F.  CLOTHING  BANK 
C/OSF  FASHION  INDUSTRIES 
699  Eighth  Street  -  #6256 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Ms.  JoAnn  Harrison 
Coming  Home 

220  Montgomery  Street,  #383 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104-3413 


Don  Harrison 

Michael  Strausz  &  Co.  Inc. 

2860  Laguna  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 23 


David  Hartley 
3333  Pacific  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


Pete  Hasselman 
SANDY  &  BABCOCK 
1349  Larkin  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Ms.  Carolyn  Haungs 
HHC  INVESTMENTS  LTD 
C/O  GLOBAL  EOTY  MGT  LTD 
60  Francisco  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Mary  Haverstock 

Ghirardelii  Square 
900  North  Point  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Clifford  Hawkes 
National  Park  Service 
1 2795  W.  Alameda  Paricway 
P.O.  Box  25287 
Denver,  CO  80225-0287 


Mrs.  Anne  S.  Hay 

FOREST  KNOLLS  NEIGHBORHOOD 

ORGANIZATION 

181  Warren  Drive 

San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Ms.  Joyce  Heath 
D.C.F.B.  Inc. 
World  Trade  Center 
Room  818 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Bing  Heckman 
Reitman/Heckman  Group 
151  Lytton  Avenue 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94301 


Raymond  &  Catherine  Hehman 

1 2  Gateway  Plaza 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


David  Heindel 

41 1  Green  Street 

San  Francisco,  C A  94133 


Jeffrey  Heller 

Heller  &  Leake  Architects 

222  Sutter  Street 

San  Francisco, ,  CA  94108 


Laura  Hellman 
Executive  Suite  Hotel 
840  Post  Street,  #514 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Lisa  Henderson 

Sheraton  At  Fisherman's  Wharf 
2500  Mason  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Neai  Henderson 

YMCA 

169  Steuart 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Ms.  Joyce  A.  Hendricks 

US  SPRINT  COMMUNICATIONS 

9350  Metcalf 

Overland  Park,  KS  66212 


Heather  Hendrickson 

109  Minna  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


James  Herman 

635  Connecticut  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Ms.  Aileen  C.  Hernandez 
Aileen  C.  Hernandez  Associates 
818  -  47th  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94121 


Antonia  Hernandez 
MALDEF 

182  Second  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Dennis  Henrera 

333  Greenwich  Street,  #1 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Nonman  Hersch 

Pier  70  -  Building  2 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Robert  Hersey 
105  Dan  vers  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Stanley  J.  Herzstein 

1 170  Sacramento  -  Penthouse  B 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Mr.  Dale  Hess 

SF  CONVENTION  &  VISITORS  BUR. 

201  Third  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Evert  Heynneman 
SF  Housing  Authority 
440  Turk  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Joseph  R.  Hickey 

280  Granada  #1 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 12-2260 


Mack  Hicks 
26  Carl  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17-3918 
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Daryl  Higashi 

Chinese  Community  Housing  Corp. 
1525  Grant  Ave.  (Tower) 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Charles  Higgins 

850  Baker  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Mr.  Bill  Higgins 
FOG  CITY  DINER 
1300  Battery  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Laurie  Hill 

Geo/Resource  Consultants,  Inc. 

506  Beach  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Rosemary  Hill 
URS 

100  California  St,  #500 
San  Francsico,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Anita  Hill 

Verba  Buena  Gardens  Mrktg  Alliance 

760  Howard  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Denise  Hinckle  McCarthy 
Telegraph  Hill  Neighborhood  Assoc. 
660  Lombard  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Marion  Hinman 
Trans.  CAC 
1 000  Francisco  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Mr.  E.  G.  Hirsch 

STRUCTURAL  ENGINEERING 

Pier  1  1/2 

The  Embarcadero 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Robert  Ho 

1670  Pine  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 

USA 


Jack  &  Brandy  Ho 
Brandy  Ho's 
217  Columbus  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Mr.  James  Ho 
SF  Airport  Commission 
SF  International  Airport 
San  Francisco,  CA  94128 


Tom  Ho 

T.Y.  Lin  International 

825  Battery  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Virginia  Hobbs 
CLEMENT  STREET  WEST 
MERCHANTS  ASSOCIATION 
300  -  19th  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94121 


Dan  Hodapp 

Citizens  Advisory  Com.  Open  Space 

326  Lawton  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


*  Philip  V.  Hoffman 

2560  Polk  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Elliot  Hoffman 
JUST  DESSERTS 
1970  Carroll  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Elle  Hoffnagel 

Jewish  Community  Federation 

121  Steuart  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Clint  Holland 

Damner  Pike  20 

345  California  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


David  Holman 

263  W.  El  Pintado  Road 

Danville,  CA  94526 


John  Holt 
PG&E 

1970  Industrial  Way 
Belmont,  CA  94002 


John  Holtzclaw 

1 508  Taylor  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


S.  R.  Holtzman 

Haight-Ashbury  Neighborhood  Council 

780  Frederick  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Greg  Holzman 

Pacific  Landmark  Inestments 
825  Van  Ness  Avenue 
Suite  501 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Wolfgang  Homburger 
280  Columbia  Avenue 
Kensington,  CA  94708 


Win  &  Mary  Honeychurch 
9  Tappan  Lane 
Orinda,  CA  94563 


Victor  &  Lorraine  Honig 
Honig  1986  Family  Tmst 
1  Post  Street  #1 925 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Bobbie  Sue  Hood 
WOMEN  ARCHITECTS 
60  Federal  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Ms.  Leota  Hopson 
CALIFORNIA  CLUB 
1 750  Clay  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Susan  Horsfall 

75  Columbia  Square 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 
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Mr.  Tom  Hoshiyama,  Jr. 

SHERWOOD  FOREST  HOME  OWNERS 

ASSOCIATION 

1  Robinhood  Drive 

San  Francisco,  CA  94127 


S.W.  Hosmer 

Bechtel  Corp. 

50  Beale  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Stephen  "W.  Hosmer 

Bechtel  Group,  Inc. 

50  Beale  Street 

P.O.  Box  193965 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 19-3965 


Mr.  Ronald  Hothem 

Attorney  At  Law 

369  Broadway 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Kathryn  Housekeeper 

Hotel  Griffon 

155  SteuartSt. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Clarence  Howie 
334  Sien-a  Point  Rd. 
Brisbane,  CA  94005 


Abigail  Hubbard-Baker 
NORRIS  BEGGS  &  SIMPSON 
601  California  Street,  Suite  1400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Matthew  Huey 
Coastal  Construction 
1418  Yosemite  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Ron  Hummel 

INGLESIDE  TERACES  HOMES  ASSN 
150  De  Soto  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94127 


Harline  W.  Hurst 

77  Pleasant  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Ms.  Constance  Hutchason 
JUDAH  STREET  MERCHANTS  AND 
PROPERTY  OWNERS  ASSOCIATION 
1291  -43rd  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


C.  Hutchins 

P.  J.  RHODES  &  COMPANY 
World  Trade  Center,  #139 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


T.D.  Huynh 
CRC 

2540  Regent  Street  #2 
Berkeley,  CA  94704 


Lily  Hwa 

742  Boy  sen  Avenue 

San  Luis  Obispo,  CA  93405 


Joe  Hyman 

Ferry  Building  #3100 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Mr.  Willy  Ide 

Marine  Reef  Fisheries  Inc. 
841  Folger  Avenue 
Berkeley,  CA  94710 


Jean-Emiie  Idiart 

Basque  Hotel  &  Restaurant 

15  Romolo  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Mr.  Jerry  Igra 
Grubb  And  Ellis 

One  Montgomery  Street  -  8th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Kenneth  Irinaga 
Twinwood  (US)  Inc. 
640  Davis  St.  #32 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Joel  Irvine 

Pacific  Bus  Museum 

71  Potomac  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Myron  A.  Ison 

640  Davis  St.  #29 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Susan  Isphording 
Nestle 

345  Spear  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Nancy  T.  Jackman 
do  Harrigan,  Weidenmuller  Co. 
300  Montgomery  Street,  Ste  1 1 08 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Daphne  Jackson 
601  Montgomery  St. 
Suite  1100 

San  Francisco,  C A  941 1 1 


Wayne  Jackson  Hu 
809  Montgomery  St. 
2nd  Roor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


T.J.  Jacobberger 
Splendido 

Four  Embarcadero  Center 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


John  Jacobs 

2823  Octavia  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Larry  Jacobson 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue 

Suite  400 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Ron  Jacobson 
YMCA  Of  San  Francisco 
220  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Dr.  Robert  Jacobvitz 
AIA,  SF  Chapter 
130  Sutter  St. 
Suite  600 

San  Fancisco,  CA  94104 


C-37 


Tricia  James 
SOMBA 

950  -  7th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


David  Jamison 

130  Sutter  St. 

San  Francisco.  CA  94104 


Edward  Janelli 

DPW-Bureau  of  Engineering 
1680  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


James  Jefferson 
JEFFERSON  COMPANY 
3652  Sacramento  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


David  R.  Jeffries 

640  Davis  St.  #31 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


John  Jenkel 
Carriage  Charter 
3325  Gravenstein  Hwy. 
Sebastopol.  CA  95472 


Ms.  Ellen  Johnck 
BAY  PLANNING  COALITION 
World  Trade  Center,  Ste.  321 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Lucy  Johns 

558  Columbus  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Paul  Johnson 

MONTEREY  FISH  BERKELEY 
1582  Hopkins  Street 
Berkeley,  CA  94707 


Amold  Johnson 

Neighborhoods  in  Transition  (NIT-AMP) 

1596  Post  Street 

Second  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Con  Johnson 
OFFICERS  FOR  JUSTICE 
5126  Third  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Russ  Johnson 
Red  And  White  Fleet 
Pier  41 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Walter  L.  Johnson 

S.  F.  Labor  Council  AFL-CIO 

510  Harrison  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Topper  Johnston 
Pier  39 

P.O.  Box  193730 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Romena  Jonas 
Jonas  &  Associates,  Inc. 
1056  Dale  Place 
Concord,  CA  94518 


Marion  &  Eva  Jones 

4  Gateway  Plaza 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Marlin  L.  Jones 

150  Post  Street,  #310 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Sheila  Jones 

c/o  Hornblower  Yachts,  Inc 
Acct.  Payable  FB  Santa  Rosa 
Pier  3,  FB  Santa  Rosa 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


PRT. 


Richard  Jones 

Delucchi  Sheet  Metal  Works 

1526  Powell  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Mary  Margaret  Jones 
Hargreaves  Associates 
545  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Kevin  Jones 

Scott's  Sea  Food  Grill  &  Bar 
Three  Embarcadero  Center 
Promenade  Level 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


David  Jones 

Tower  Tours 

77  Jefferson  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Frederick  E.  Jordan 
BLACK  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE 
90  New  Montgomery  -  #410 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Leigh  Jordan 

Northwest  Information  Center 
Anthopology  Department 
Sonoma  State  University 
Rohnert  Park,  CA  94928 


Susan  Jorstad 

2657  Leavenworth 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Catherine  Joseph 

STANYAN-FULTON  NEIGHBORHOOD 

ASSOCIATION 

2185  Hayes  Street -#15 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 7 


Donald  Judd 

DGJ  Real  Property  Services 
2435  Professional  Dr.,  Ste.  E 
Santa  Rosa,  CA  95403 


Judy  Justet 

United  Airlines 

2351  Powell  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Alvin  K.  Joe,  Jr. 

Geo/Resource  Consultants,  Inc. 

505  Beach  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Paul  Kantus 

EAST  &  WEST  OF  CASTO  STREET 
IMPROVEMENT  CLUB 
492  Douglass  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94114 
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Ken  Kaplan 
North  Beach  Now 
1122-B  Montgomery  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Frank  Kappler 
Pier  50  Admin.  BIdg. 
401  China  Basin  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Ms.  Rona  Kardener 

JEWISH  COMMUNITY  FEDERATION 

121  Steuart  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Constance  Karsant,  D.D.S. 
LAKESIDE  BUSINESS  AND 
PROFESSIONAL  ASSOCIATION 
2533  Ocean  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94132 


Washma  &  Mahmood  Karzai 
The  Helmand  Restaurant 
430  Broadway 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Marc  Kasky 

FORT  MASON  FOUNDATION 
Fort  Mason  Center 
Laguna  &  Marina 
San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Tom  Kasten 

COLDWELL  BANKER 

275  Battery  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1-3305 


Michael  Kaster 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  Of  S.F. 

101  Market  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Garry  Katsel 
Limbach  &  Limbach 
Ferry  BIdg,  Ste  2001 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Robert  Katz 

2  Whiting  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Joseph  Kaufman 
142  Taylor  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Roger  Kaufman 
Alcatraz  Enterprises  Inc. 
Pier  41 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Julia  A.  Kavanagh 

Visitacion  Valley  Community  Center 
50  Raymond  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94134 


Jasmine  Kaw 

Chinatown  Resource  Center 
1700  Spruce  Street,  #5 
Berkeley,  CA  94709 


Donald  &  Judith  Kay 

47  Gateway  Plaza 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Lee  Keatinge 

Advisory  Council  On  Histor.  Preservation 
730  SimmsSt.,  Suite  410 
Golden,  CO  80401 


Jill  Keimach 
ABAG 

P.  O.  Box  2050 
Oakland,  CA  94604 


Greg  Kelisky 

ANCHOR  SHELLFISH  COMPANY 
Pier  33 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Gail  Kelley 

303  Second  Street  -  Ste.  700  N 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Ms.  Patty  Kelly 

CAPPA  &  GRAHAM,  INC. 

PIER  50  ADMIN.  BLDG 

401  China  Basin  Street  -  #212 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


James  Kennedy 
BOONDOCKS  RESTAURANT 
Pier  28 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Raymond  M.  Kennedy 
Kennedy-Bowen  Assoc.  Inc. 
930  Lombard  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Redmond  F.  Keman 
The  Koll  Company 
1000  Marina  Blvd  -  Ste.  590 
Brisbane,  CA  94005 


Ms.  Diana  Kettner 
EDAW 

753  Davis  Street 

San  Francisco,  C A  941 1 1 


Jerry  Keyser 

ADVOCATES  FOR  SO.  OF  MKT. 
do  Keyser  Marston  Assoc. 
55  Pacific  Avenue  Mall 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Anthony  Khalil 
Levi  Strauss  And  Company 
1155  Battery  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Mahmoud  Khossoussi 

The  Maykadeh  Restaurant/Mo's 

470  Green  St. 

San  Francisco,  C A  94133 


Joseph  R.  Kiehey 
280  Granada  #1 
!      San  Francisco,  CA  94104 

i 


Michael  Kiesling 

750  Columbus,  #3 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Harry  Kim 

Gblden  Sea  Fisheries  Co. 

Pier  45,  Shed  D 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 
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LeRoy  King 

75  Zampa  Lane,  Apt.  2 
San  Francisco,  CA  94115 


Peter  H.  King 

1165  Church  Street  -  #7 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Line  King 

Beach  Blanket  Babylon 
470  Columbus  Ave.,  #024 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Margaret  King 

S.  F.  UNIFIED  SCHOOL  DISTRICT 

135  Van  Ness  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Leonard  E.  Kingsley 
244  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Jana  Kips 

MILTON  MEYER  COMPANY 
One  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Kelly  Kirkpatrick 
GANNETT  TRANSIT  SHELTERS 
81 1  Folsom  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


John  H.  Kirtwood 

2636  Union  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Gary  Kitahata 

137  Joost  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Ms.  Christine  Klampee 
Cushman  &  Wakefield 
555  California  Street  -  Ste. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 
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Ms.  Nora  Klebow 
SOM 

333  Bush  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


David  Klein 

11  Arlington  Drive 

So.  San  Francisco,  CA  94080 


Jodi  Klein 

China  Basin  BIdg. 

185  Berry  Street,  Stye.  6401 

Sasn  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Mr.  Jim  Klein 

PATERSON  HOME  LOANS 
Pier  50  Admin  BIdg 
401  China  Basin  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Mrs.  Hans  Klussman 

SAN  FRANCISCO  BEAUTIFUL 

41  Sutter  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Lee  Knight 

DAVID  EVANS  &  ASSOC,  INC 
100  Bush  Street,  Ste  1200 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Mr.  Glenn  Kobuchi 

JAPAN  AMERICAN  TRAVEL  BUREAU 
World  Trade  Center  -  Suite  255 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Captain  Shirley  Kohlwes 
Red  And  White  Fleet 
Pier  41 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ralf  L.  Korbmacher 
Manna  Consultants,  Inc. 
973  Market  Street  -  Ste.  750 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Jean  Kortum 

80  Merced  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94127 


Karl  Kortum 
S.F.  Maritime  Museum 
BIdg.  20  X,  Fort  Mason 
San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Hans  Korve 

Korve  Engineering 

155  Grand  Avenue  -  Ste.  400 

Oakland,  CA  94612 


Paul  Kos 

592  Utah  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Tod  Koster 
HEI 

1725  Jones  Street  -  #3 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Demetrious  Koutooftas 
Dames  &  Moore 
221  Main  St.,  Suite  600 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Ms.  Claire  Kozel 
Avoy  Tivoli 
1 434  Grant  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Florence  Kragen 
S.F.  Chamber  of  Commerce 
465  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Shelly  Kramer 

Winingham,  Roberts  &  Fama 
60  Spear  Street,  Suite  800 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Sibella  Kraus 

1417  Josephine  Street 

Berkeley,  CA  94703 


D.  S.  Kreiger 

160  Brannan  Street.  #303 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 
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Hans  Kreutzberg 
Office  Of  Historic  Preservation 
CA  Department  Of  Parks  &  Rec. 
P.O.  Box  942896 
Sacramento,  CA  94296-0001 


Michelle  Kriebel 

1888  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  #32 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


John  Kriken 

Skidmore,  Owings  &  Merrill 
333  Bush  Street,  Suite  2300 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Joern  Kroll 

1 28  Acorn  Drive 

Petaluma,  CA  94952 


Barry  Kroll 

EMBARCADERO  YMCA 
166  The  Embarcadero 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


William  Kuhns 

FRIENDS  OF  NOE  VALLEY 

4215  -  26th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


John  Kulica 

Maiden  Lane  Association 

19  Maiden  Lane 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Alex  Kwan 

Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
1155  Market  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Jimmy  Kwok 

1555  Yosemite  Avenue 

Suite  47 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


John  Kwong 

Greiner,  Inc. 
Jim  Ogren 

5890  Stoneridge  Drive 
Pleasanton,  CA  94588-2702 


Joe  Kwong 
Shew  Wo  Meat  Co. 
1151  Stockton  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


KungTat  Kwong 
Yee  Ying  Association 
35  Spofford  Alley 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Tom  La  Grone 
LA  GRONE  INSURANCE 
666  Octavia  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Michael  La  Rocca 

780  Chestnut  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Tom  La  Torre 
Sabella  &  La  Ton-e 
#3  Fisherman's  Wharf 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Bob  Lacanne 

Lacanne,  Babcock  &  Brown 
55  Francisco  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Tom  Lai 

Marin  Co.  Planning  Dept. 
308  Civic  Center 
San  Rafael,  CA  94903 


Jack  C.  Lake 

C/o  Jack  Lake  &  Assoc.  Inves. 
World  Trade  Center  -  #215 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


T.  Peter  Lam 
Architects  Ltd. 
844  Folsom  St.,  #228 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Allan  Lan 

Junmae  Guey  Market 

1222  Stockton  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


James  S.  Landes 
739  31st  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94121 


Mr.  Wyatt  Landesman 
Quantity  Postcards 
1441  Grant  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Robert  &  Bette  Landis 

44  Entrada  Court 

San  Francisco,  CA  94127-2815 


Rino  &  Naran  Laneve 
Mamma  Tina  Trattoria 
1315  Grant  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Owen  Lang 

444  DeHaro  Street,  #202 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


A.R.  Langley 

American  Housing  Company 
2426  Santiago  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 16 


Pete  Lapid 

Pete  O.  Lapid  &  Associates 
153  Kearny  Street,  Ste  403 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Bob  &  Jinx  Larive 

Fior  D'ltalia 

601  Union  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Alphonse  Larocca 
California  Shellfish 
420  Jefferson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Michael  Larocca 
LAROCCA  (A)  SEAFOOD,  INC. 
780  Chestnut  Street  #8 
San  Francisco,  CA  94123 
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Don  Larsen 

2427  Browning  Street 

Berkeley,  CA  94702 


Jeppe  Larsen 

2  Bryant  Street,  Suite  220 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Ms.  Theresa  Larson 
C/o  DeLeuw  Gather 
1 20  Howard  Street  -  #850 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Art  C.  Latno,  Jr. 
PACIFIC  TELESIS  GROUP 
130  Kearny  Street  -  37th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Tony  Latona 

Cafte  Sport 

574  Green  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Thomas  Latorre 

Sabella  &  Latorre  Restaurant 

2809  Taylor  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Eddy  Lau 

Transpacific  Geotechnical 
22  Battery  St.  #306 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 11 


**  Rick  Laubscher 

701  Minnesota  Street,  #201 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Renzo  Lavezzo 
Victoria  Pastry  Co. 
1362  Stockton  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Frank  Lavezzo/Vince  Bocchieri 

Little  City  Press 

658  Vallejo  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Sam  Lawson 
CHRISTMAS  IN  APRIL 
Pier  28 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Ed  H.  Lawson 

UNION  SQUARE  ASSOCIATION 
323  Geary  Street  #710 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Ms.  Jullie  Le  Vicki 

INO  GUIDE,  INC 

World  Trade  Center  -  Suite  201 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Rose  M.  Leaphart 
Leaphart  &  Associates 
P.O.  Box  1617 
Alameda,  CA  94501-0177 


Ms.  Deborah  Learner 

RECREATION  &  PARK  DEPT. 

McLaren  Lodge 

Golden  Gate  Park 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Mr.  Donald  F.  Leary 
Investigator/Adjusters 
World  Trade  Center  -  #330 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Chandler  Lee 

914  Stanyan  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Toni  Lee 

2200  Bridgeway  Boulevard 
Sausalito,  CA  94965 


Marie  Lee 

Commodore  Stockton  Children's  Ctr. 
949  Washington  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Bob  Lee 

FRANCISCO  HEIGHTS  CIVIC  ASSN 
363  Parker  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  951 18 


Paul  Lee 

New  Lun  Wah  Grocery 

1117  Stockton  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Chuck  Lee 

Orangeland 

1055  Stockton  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Sue  Lee 

S.F.  Chamber  of  Commerce 
465  California  Street,  9th  Fl. 
San  Francisco,  ,  CA  94104 


Ms.  Frances  Lee 

S.F.  Community  College  Center 

940  Filbert  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Mimi  Lee 

SEDGWICK/CARRIE/LEONG 
600  Montgomery  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Edwin  Lee 

SF  Human  Rights  Comm. 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  8th  Fl 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Alexander  Left 
Terminal  Plaza  Assn 
450  Mission  Street,  #502 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Nelson  Lefkovits 

135  Gardenside  Dnve,  #312 

San  Francisco,  California  94131 


Ms.  Debra  Lehane 

SFArts  Commission 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue  -  Suite  240 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Joe  Leis 

EMBARKO 

100  Brannan  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Eric  D.  Leitner 

Winingham,  Roberts  &  Fama 
60  Spear  Street,  Suite  800 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Herb  Lembcke 

Pacific  Property  Services 

Four  Embarcadero  Center,  Ste.  2600 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Russell  Lemle  Ph.D. 
Agric.  BIdg.  #213 
Foot  Of  Mission 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Nicki  Leondakis 
Kimco 

222  Kearny  Street,  #200 
San  Franciscoi,  CA  94108 


Tim  Leong 

Area  Service  Mgr.,  PG&E. 
2225  Folsom  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Giovanni  Leoni 

Buca  Giovanni 

800  Greenwich  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Nicholas  Leonoudakis 

S.F.  Parking  Inc. 

923  Folsom  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94207 


Jeff  Leonoudakis 
SFO  Airporter 
923  Folsom  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Jim  Leritz 
ROMA 

758  -  48th  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94121 


Marty  Lemer 

CAVA  555 

100  Bush  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Stephen  K.  Leslie 

2744  Sacramento  Street  #305 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Julie  LeVicki 

World  Trade  Center  -  #201 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Jaimie  Levin 
878  Peralta 
Berkeley,  CA  94707 


Charles  M.  Levin 

400  N.  San  Mateo  Drive 

San  Mateo,  CA  94401 


**  Michael  Levin 

834  -  29th  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94121 


Lou  Levin 

L.  Publishing  Company 
1508  Fillmore  Street,  #211 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


G.  B.  Levine 

1366  Guerrero  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Toby  Levine 

1366  Guerrero  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


David  Levinger 
South  Beach  Billiards 
270  Brannan  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Jim  &  Ella  Mae  Lew 
Nob  Hill  Neighbors 
55  Bret  Harte  Terrace 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Tiem  Pao  Liem 

c/o/  Sampao  Group 

3  Embarcadero  Center  #1245 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Lew  Lillian 

GANNETT  TRANSIT  SHELTERS 

81 1  Folsom  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


David  Lilly,  Jr. 

2822  Clay  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Harrison  Lim 

Charity  Cultural  Services  Center 

827  Stockton  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


"  Enid  Lim 
Chinatown  TRIP 
1525  Grant  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Lucy  Lim 

Chinese  Cultural  Center 

750  Kearny  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Karl  Limbach 

Limbach  &  Limbach 
2001  Ferry  Building 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


D.  Dean  Lindberg 
Winingham,  Roberts  &  Fama 
60  Spear  Street,  Suite  800 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Greg  Lindy 

CATELLUS  CORPORATION 

201  Mission  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Ms.  Peggy  Ling 

The  Enchanted  House 

1453  Grant  Ave. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 
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Edward  Liu 

Law  Offices  Of  Lew  &  Fong 
456  Montgomery  St. 
Suite  700 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Doug  Uoyd 
BAYSIDE  PUZA 
188  The  Embarcadero 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Ms.  Lily  Lo 

N.E.  Comm.  Fed.  Credit  Union 
19  Walter  U.  Lum  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Mr.  Paul  Lobush 
William  Turnbull  Assoc. 
Pier  1  1/2  Embarcadero 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Mr.  James  Lockhart 
TRANSAMERICA  CORPORATION 
P.  O.  Box  7648 
San  Francisco,  CA  94120 


Ms.  Suzanne  LoCoco 
Lo  Coco's  Restaurant 
510  Union  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Andrew  Lolli 

Castagnola's  Restaurant 
286  Jefferson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Mr.  Thomas  Lollini 
STANTON  &  ASSOCIATES 
57  Post  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Mr.  Peter  Lomax 
Washington  Square  Bar  &  Grill 
1 707  Powell  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Mary  L.  Loo 

Geo/Resource  Consultants  Inc. 

505  Beach  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


John  Looms 

2200  Bridgeway  Boulevard 
Sausalito,  CA  94965 


Henry  Louie 

11  Malta  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Michael  Louie 
1312  Anza  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


Michael  A.  Louie 
419  Ralston 

San  Francisco,  CA  94132 


Sammy  Louie 
American  Cooks  School 
1450  Powell  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  May  Louie 

Jade  Empire 

832  Grant  Ave. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Ms.  Wilma  Louie 

N.E.  Comm.  Mental  Health  Ser. 

1548  Stockton  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Comm'r  Betty  Louie 
Parking  &  Traffic  Commission 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue 
Suite  880 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Judge  Harry  Low 
S.F.  Police  Commission 
Hall  Of  Justice 
850  Bryant 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Charles  Low 

Susie  Kale's 

2330  Taylor  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


James  Lowe 

570  Beale  Street,  #423 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Rolland  C.  Lowe  M.D. 
929  Clay  Street  -  #401 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Eric  M.  Lowin,  J.  D. 

355  Serrano  Drive -#1  OB 

San  Francisco,  CA  94132 


George  Lu 

Bay  Corporation 

One  Feny  Plaza 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


George  Lu 

Eurasian  Food  Resources 
World  Trade  Center 
Suite  250K 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Lai  Mei  Lu 

International  Daily  News 

633  Kearny  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Dr.  Tom  Lu 
PBQ&D 

303  -  2nd  Street,  Ste  700  North 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107-1317 


Lorraine  Lucas 

S.F.  League  Of  Neighborhoods 

1 1 21  Kirkham  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Hymie  Luden 

Federal  Tranportation  Administration 
211  Main  St,  Suite  1160 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Ms.  Carrie  G.  Ludwig 
Golden  Gateway  Commons 
640  Davis  Street,  #17 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ann  Ludwig 

RUSSIAN  HILL  NEIGHBORS 
'121  Greenwich  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Lucy  Lui 

Senior  Escort  Service 
948  Pacific  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 
USA 


Elaine  Lum 

Hanford-Freund  &Co.. 
47  Kearny 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Dai  Chun  Lum  Jorgen  Y.  Lunding  Keri  Lung 

Western  Fukien  Benevolent  Assn.  22  Porto  Bello  Dr.  718  Port  Walk  Place 

21  Stone  St.  San  Rafael,  CA  94901  Redwood  City,  CA  94065 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Orville  Luster 
Luster  Construcrion  Mgmt 
1550  Bryant  St.,  Ste  760 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Chris  Lynch 

222  Kearny  Street 

Suite  700 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Ms.  Virginia  Macchiarini 
UPPER  GRANT  AVENUE  ASSN 
1529-B  Grant  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Bambi  MacDonald 
Obrero  Hotel/Restaurant 
1208  Stockton  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Dean  Macris 

1907  Leavenworth  -  Apt  #5 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Kerstin  Magary 
Santa  Fe  Pacific  Realty  Corp. 
201  Mission  Street  -  #202 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Ms.  Beryl  Magilavy 

S.F.  Group  Of  Sieaa  Club 

33  Delmar  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Ms.  Ann  Mahoney 

Kimco  Hotel  Management  Company 

191  Sutter  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Joe  Mahoney 

SUNNYSIDE  NEIGHBORHOOD  ASSOC. 

371  Joost  Ave. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Edward  Maiello 

Pacific  Union  Comm.  Broker 

444  Market  treet 

Suite  2600 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Peter  &  Ottilia  Malattia 
Columbus  Cutlery 
358  Columbus  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


*"  Carl  Malefic 
DeMars  &  Malefic 
Pier  33  North 
San  Francisco  ,  CA  941 1 1 


Mark  A.  Mallonee 
Fireman's  Fund  Insurance  Co. 
One  Market,  Spear  Street  Tower 
12th  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Julianne  Malveaux 
220  Kingston  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Jay  Mancini 

44  Gateway  Plaza 

San  Francisco,  C A  941 11 


Patti  Mangan 

160  Brannan  Street,  Apt  219 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Tim  Mangan 
Architiects  Office 
2631  -  19th  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Mary  Kay  Mank 

2  Townsend  Street,  #  4-41 7 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Clayton  Mansfield 

Sierra  Club 

217  15th  Avenue,  #4 

San  Francisco,  CA  732-9709 


Vincent  Mantione 

One  Market,  Spear  Street  Tower 

Suite  2100 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Clark  D.  Manus 
Heller  &  Leake  Architects 
221  Main  Street,  #940 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


John  Marchetti 

THERMAL  DESIGN  INSULATION 
25  Laurie  Drive 
Pier  26 -S.  F.  CA  94105 
Brentwood,  CA  94513 


Alan  Marcos 
Capital  Guaranty 
Steuart  Tower,  22nd  Floor 
One  Market  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Haig  Mardikian 

GREATER  MARKET  STREET 
DEVELOPMENT  ASSOCIATION,  INC 
5  -  3rd  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 
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Sue  Margulis 

SIX  SIXTY  CENTER 

660  -  3rd  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Edwin  Marinucci 
Pacific  Union  Hotels 
3640  Buchanan 
San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Tom  Marioni 

22  Hawthorne  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


John  Mark 

SF  CONVENTION  &  VISITORS  BUR. 

201  Third  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Frank  Markowitz 

1 80  Grand  Avenue  -  #955 

Oakland,  CA  9461 2 


David  G.  Marks 

640  Davis  St.  #5 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Alan  Marks 

BAY  CREST 

201  Harrison  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Ms.  Marguerite  J.  Marohl 
Telegraph  Landing  North 
150  Lombard  St.  #209 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


William  &  Tony  Marquardt 
259  Judson  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  C A  941 12 


Vincent  Marsh 
Landmarks  Preservation 
450  McAllister  St 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Ms.  Priscilla  Marsh 
Thomas  Bros.  Maps 
550  Jackson  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Carol  Mayer  Marshall 

225  Tenth  Avenue 

San  Francisco,,  CA  941 18 


Keith  And  Marita  Marshall 

640  Davis  Atreet,  #25 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1-1948 


Joe  Marshall 
OMEGA  BOYS  CLUB 
953  DeHaro  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Pillsbury  And  Martignoni 
Allen/Harmon  Associates 
25  North  Knoll  Road,  Ste.  B 
Mill  Valley,  CA  94941 


Jerry  Martin 

1424  Jones  Street  -  #3 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


John  Martin 
Pettit  &  Martin 

101  California  Street  -  35th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  9411 1 


Elizabeth  Martin 
San  Francisco  Beautiful 
41  Sutter  Street  -  #709 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Jim  Martin 
STV 

225  Park  Avenue 
New  York,  NY  10003 


Chris  Martin 

THE  CANNERY 

2801  Leavenworth  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Lawrence  B.  Martin 
TRANSPORT  WORKERS  UNION 
1426  Fillmore  Street,  #302 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Don  Maskell 

Maskell  Marine  Services 

496  Jefferson  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Dave  Massen 

700  Church  Street  #3B 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Robert  Mathes 

95  Ora  Way  #D304 

San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Nestor  Matthews 

160  Chattanooga  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941  14 


George  Mattis 

Merced  Manor  Property  Assoc. 
2998  -  21st  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94132 


Robert  Mattoch 

760  Second  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


Ryan  K.J.  Mau 
Winingham,  Roberts  &  Fama 
60  Spear  Street,  Suite  800 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Lisa  Maule 

4081  Waterhouse  Road 
Oakland,  CA  94602 


James  G.  Maxwell 

Architects  II 

3444  Broderick  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123-1803 
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Fritz  Maytag 

ANCHOR  BREWING  COMPANY 
1 705  Mariposa  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


James  E.  Mc  Cready 

Pier  29  Annex 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


John  L.  Mc  Donald 
REDWOOD  EMPIRE  AIR  CARE 
P.  O.  Box  2677 
Santa  Rosa,  CA  95405 


James  McCarthy 
23  Woltback  Ridge 
Sausalito,  CA  94965-2061 


Denise  Hinckle  McCarthy 
Telegraph  Hill  Neighborhood  House 
660  Lombard  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


J.  S.  McClanahan 
150  Broad  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 2 


Mike  McCone 

850  Francisco  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Terry  McCray 

Hornblower  Development,  Inc. 
Pier  3 

Ferryboat  Santa  Rosa 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Kevin  McCurdy 
Seafood  Industry  Assoc. 
C/o  Meatball  Bait  Inc. 
Pier  45,  Shed  D 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Dennis  C.B.  McDaniel 
152  Lombard  Street.  #705 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Chris  McDonakJ 
2329  #4  Parker  Street 
Berkeley,  CA  94704 


Tim  Mcdonnell 
Spinnaker  Restaurant 
P.O.  Box  553 
Sausalito,  CA  94965 


Timothy  McDonnell 
Tarantino's  Restaurant 
206  Jefferson  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


William  E.  McDonnell 
Tarrantino's  Restaurant 
206  Jefferson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Susan  McDonough 
c/o  Supervisor  Shelley 
City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
USA 


Edgar  McEachron 

EDGEWOOD  NEIGHBORHOOD  ASSN 
100  Edgewood  Avenue  -  Apt.  A 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Richard  McFarland 
Pier  9 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Anthea  McGoldrick 

Gray  Line  Of  San  Francisco 

350  Eighth  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Daniel  McGovern 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

District  9 

75  Hawthorne  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


James  McGowan 
IDT  Telecommunications 
Ferry  BIdg.  Ste.  218 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Lulann  McGriff 

NAACP,  S.F. 

635  Divisadero 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Nan  McGuire 

1085  Greenwich  Street  -  #2 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Caroline  McGuire 

Hills  Plaza,  Facilities  Mgr 

Landels  Ripley  and  Diamond 

350  Steuart  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Chet  McGuire 
McGuire  Company 
333  Hegenberger  Road 
Oakland,  ,  CA  94621 


Ms.  Flicka  McGurrin 
Pier  23  Cafe 
Pier  23 

The  Embarcadero 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Jack  McKay 
Pier  33  North 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


George  McLaughlin 
469  Mississippi  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Hubert  McLaughlin 

2315  Broadway 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


April  McLay 

3020  Octavia 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Mark  McLeod 

Enrico's  Sidewalk  Caffe 

504  Broadway 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 
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Ms.  Edith  McMillan 
647  -  28th  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94121 


Robert  McMillan 

Galewood  Circle  Homeowners  Assn. 
1 70  Galewood  Circle 
San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Sunne  McPeake 

BAY  AREA  ECONOMIC  FORUM 

200  Pine  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Ms.  Karen  McVey 
839  Post  Street,  #609 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Brian  McWilliams 
I.LW.U. 

1188  Franklin  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Ms.  Carolyn  Means 
Pier  9 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Roland  Medel 

Capps  Conner  &  New  Pisa 

550  Green  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Raquel  Medina 

39  Colby  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94134 


Ruben  Medina 
Pier  23  Cafe 
Pier  23 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Leila  Meehan 
HARBOR  CARRIERS,  INC 
ACCOUNTS  PAYABLE 
P.  O.  Box  2287 
Seattle,  WA98111 


Bob  Melber 

Marin  Airporter 

300  Larkspur  Landing  Circle 

Larkspur,  CA  94939 


Mr.  Paul  Menaker,  V.  P. 
Korve  Engineering 
155  Grand  Avenue,  Ste  400 
Oakland,  CA94612 


Robert  Mendelsohn 
Sagamore  Associates 
2001  Union  Street,  #630 
San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Cecilia  Metz 

Golden  Gate  Restaurant  Assoc. 
291  Geary  Street  -  Ste.  600 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Mr.  Leslie  Meyer 
1232  Leisure  Lane  -#6 
Walnut  Creek,  CA  94595 


Mr.  William  Meyer 
William  Meyer  &  Co. 
725  Greenwich  St. 
Suite  202 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Richard  Meyn 

CONFERENCE  MAILING  SERVICE 

180  Howard  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Terry  Micheau 
O'brien-Kreitzberg 
4048  23rd  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


*  Arthur  H.  Michel 

1520  Sixth  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94122, 


Mr.  Bob  Michran 
4  Admiral  Drive 
Suite  439 

Emeryville,  CA  94608 


Ron  Middlebrook 
Martin,  Middlebrook,  Louie 
71  Stevenson  Street,  #2100 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Dan  Mihalovich 
Cushman  &  Wakefield 
Bank  Of  America  Center 
555  California  St.  #2700 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Jim  Miller 

365  Green  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Mary  Anne  Miller 
1239-42nd  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Frederick  L.  Miller 

422  Vicente  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 16 


Ms.  Fran  Miller 

2186  -  15th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Robert  Miller 

859  Hacienda  Way  #73 

Millbrae,  CA  94030 


Maurice  Lim  Miller 

Asian  Neighborhood  Design 

80  Fresno  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 
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Ms.  Sandy  Miller 
CAL  POLY  -  Intem 
882  Lombard 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Paul  H.  Miller 

Environmental  Science  Associates 
Physical  Sciences  &  Engineering 
301  Brannan  Street,  #200 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Burton  Miller 
ROMA 

1527  Stockton 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Richard  C.  Millet 
151  Potrero  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Ms.  Beverly  Mills 

2515  Larkin  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Mr.  Charles  A.  Mills 
Firesign  Computer  Co. 
480  Green  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Pam  Milne 
721  Bay  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Mr.  William  Mingst 

ST.  FRANCES  HOMES  ASSOCIATION 
1 70  San  Leandro  Way 
San  Francisco,  CA  94127 


Ms.  Lisa  Mirza 

GOLDEN  GATEWAY  CENTER 

460  Davis  Court 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Lisa  Mirza 

Perini  Land  And  Development  Co. 
75  Broadway 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1-1428 


Michael  Mitchell 
Fresh  Prawn  Co. 
1 75  Tamal  Road 
Forest  Knolls,  CA  94933 


Mr.  Jim  Mitha 

365  Green  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


George  Mix,  Jr. 

637  Divisadero  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 7 


Richard  Miyashiro 
Boulevard  Restaurant 
One  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Mr.  Valer  Mocak 

32940  Lake  Wawasee  Street 

Fremont,  CA  94555 


David  R.  Moffitt 
Telegraph  Landing  Association 
152  Lombard  Street  #604 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Brooks  Mohrman 

RCMI  Investment  Management 

P.O.  Box  671 

Burlingame,  CA  94011-0671 


Michael  J.  Monaghan  Ms.  Inez  Montello  Palindi  Moore 

Fremont  Reinsurance  Company  943  North  Point  48-A  Dorado  Terrace 

100  Califomia  Street,  9th  Floor  San  Francisco,  CA  94109  San  Francisco,  CA  941 12 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


W.  J.  Brandy  Moore  Ms.  Kathrin  Moore  Mr.  Harold  Moose 

SF  Housing  Authority  SKIDMORE,  OWINGS  &  MERRILL  34  Hinckley  Walk 

440  Turk  Street  333  Bush  Street  San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102  San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Mr.  John  Morgan  J. A.  &  Kovich  Morosi  Mr.  Don  Morosi 

Morgan  Fish  Co.  200  Folsom  St.  MOROSI/MELWAYS 

Pier  45,  Shed  D  San  Francisco,  CA  94105  200  Folsom 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133  San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


J.V.  &  Virginia  Morowski 
5280  Biava  Lane 
Napa,  CA  94558 


Ms.  Marjorie  R.  Morris 

550  Battery  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Alice  Morris 

Hotel  Griffon 

155  Steuart  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Stacie  L.  Morris 
Winingham,  Roberts  &  Fama 
60  Spear  Street,  Suite  800 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Jane  Morrison 

44  Woodland 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


James  A.  Morrison 
Hines  Interests 

101  California  Street  -  Suite  4500 
San  Francisco,  C A  941 1 1 
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Mr.  Robert  Morten 

S.  F.  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE 

465  California  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Ricliard  Morten 

S.F.  Assoc.  of  Realtors 

301  Grove  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


*  Stewart  Morton 

Russian  Hill  Improvement  Assn. 

P.O.  80X641225 

San  Francisco,  CA  94164-1225 


Mr.  Gene  Morzenti  Richard  H.  Moss  Lee  Moulton 

TELEGRAPH  HILL  SURVIVAL  ASSN  Attorney  at  Law  MASAHIRO  MIRATA 

350  Green  Street  350  Texas  Street  1331  Columbus  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133  San  Francisco,  CA  94107  San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Stan  Moy 

Finger  &  Moy  Arcfiitects 
231  Sansome  Street,  4th  Fl. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104-2304 


Captain  Moyes 

World  Trade  Center  -  Room  275 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Peter  Moylan 

925  Sutter  Street,  #303 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Louise  Mozingo 

555  Buena  Vista  Avenue,  #409 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Rudi  Muggli 

TTC  Tours 

935  Linden  Avenue 

South  San  Francisco,  CA  94080 


Stephanie  Muller 
DELANCEY  STREET 
665  Delancey  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Patrick  Mullin 

Tuscan  Inn 

425  North  Point 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Mr.  Al  Muratsuchi 
Senator  Milton  Marks 
71 1  Van  Ness  Avenue  -  #310 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Mr.  Jake  Murdock 

MONTGOMERY  STREET  COMPANY 

270  -  32nd  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94121-1014 


Bill  Murphy 

Cushman  &  Wakefield 

555  California  Street,  27th  Fl. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Mr.  Leo  Murphy 

UNIVERSITY  TERRACE  ASSN.,  INC 
61  Annapolis  Terrace 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


Sam  Mun-ay 

339  Richland  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  ,  CA  941 10 


Cressey  Nakagawa 
JACL  National  President 
Hearst  Building 
3rd  &  Market 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103-3213 


Horace  Lyons  Nash 
Howard,  Rice,  Nemerouski 
3  Embarcadero,  7th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


**  Andy  Nash 
San  Francisco  Tomorrow 
655  Sutter  Street,  #200 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Mr.  Al  H.  Nathe 
NATHE  ASSOCIATES 
114  Sansome  Street  -  #625 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Ms.  Dolores  Negro 

S.  F.  C&C  WATER  DEPARTMENT 

425  Mason  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Ms.  Wendy  Nelder 
150  Casitas  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94127 


Mr.  Harry  E.  Nemoff 

World  Trade  Center  -  275-G 

San  Francisco,  CA  9411 1 


Mr.  Willy  Ng 
China  Press 

475  El  Camino  Real,  #201 
Millbrae,  CA  94030 


Mr.  Peter  Ng 
Chinese  Times 
686  Sacramento  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Doroteo  Ng 

Eastwind  Books  &  Arts  Inc. 
1435  A  Stockton  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Tien  Nguyen 

Terra  Verde  Botanical/Interior  Design 

4024  Army  Street 

.San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


David  Nichols 

2841  Tramanto  Drive 

San  Carios,  CA  94070 
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Mr.  Ray  Nicolai 

264  Sheridan  Rd.  #76 

Oakland,  CA  94618 


Mr.  George  A.  Nielsen 
SCATENA  YORK  COMPANY 
2000  Oakdale  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Anne  And  George  Nielson 
260  Bay  Street  #102 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Walt  Niestemski 

RMC  Lonestar 

420  Mariposa 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Mr.  Berdj  Nigoghossian 
NICHOLSON'S  PRECISION  HEAT 
TREATING  CO.,  INC. 
32  Southwood  Drive 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 2 


Levon  Nishkian 
Nishkian  &  Associates 
150  Fourth  St.,  Suite  640 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Mr.  Tim  Noel 

JMB  Properties  Co. 

One  Mantime  Plaxa  -  #1 155 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Tom  Nolan 
SPUR 

31 2  Sutter  Sreet 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Fred  Noonan 

Fred  F.  Noonan,  Co.  Inc. 

272  Main  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Yane  Nordhav 

BASELINE  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSULT 
5900  Hollis  Street,  Ste  D 
Emeryville,  CA  94608 


Erik  Norgaard 
Norgaard  Consultants 
World  Trade  Center 
Room  279 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Anita  Nonwood 

BLUE  SHIELD  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Two  North  Point  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Benito  Noyola 

TWIN  PEAKS  IMPROVEMENT  ASSN. 

P.  O.  Box  31002 

San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Francesco  Nozzolino 
Ristorante  Franchino 
347  Columbus  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Jack  O'Brien 

FRANCISCO  BRET  HARTE  ASSN 
740  Francisco  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Sheila  O'Connor 

640  Davis  St.  #43 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Joe  O'Donoghue 
Residential  Builders  Assn.  of  S.F. 
1212  Market  Street,  Suite  A 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Ms.  Margie  O'Driscoll 

SF  Arts  Commission 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue  -  Ste  240 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Ms.  Angela  O'Grady 

440  Davis  Ct. 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Mr.  Paul  A.  O'Leary 

46  Sixth  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


David  O'Malley 

Harry  Denton's  Restaurant 

161  Steuart  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Mr.  Brian  O'Neil 
GGNRA 
Fort  Mason 
BIdg.  201 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Mr.  Jim  O'Neill 
GANNETT  OUTDOOR 
1695  Eastshore  Highway 
Berkeley,  CA  94710 


Kathy  Ober 

Attorney  at  Law 

2601  Mission  Street,  9th  Fir 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Antonio  M.  Oberta  Mr.  Malcolm  L.  Obstler  Mr.  Bradley  Ogden 

World  Trade  Center  -  Suite  210  ROBLES  FIRE  PROTECTION  234  Magnolia  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1  250B  Napoleon  Street  Larkspur,  CA  94939 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Greg  T.  Ohner,  CPCU 

Rollins  Hudig  Hall 

One  Market,  Spear  Street  Tower 

Suite  2100 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Mr.  Dan  Olan 

F.  RODGERS  INSULATION,  INC. 
2505  W.  Tenth  Street 
Antioch,  CA  94509 


Peter  J.  Olsen,  D  D.S. 
2001  Union  Street,  #365 
San  Francisco,  CA  94123 
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Ted  Olson 

1 527  Fordham  Court 

Mountain  View,  CA  94040,  CA  94040 


Antonio  M.  Orbeta 
World  Trade  Center,  #210 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Dorothy  Orricl< 
1357  Greenwich  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


David  Osgood 

88  Howard  Street  #1615 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Mr.  Ed  Osgood 

FOREIGN  TRADE  SERVICES  INC 
Pier  19-23 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Mr.  Thomas  Ott 
National  Car  Rental  System 
Corporate  Accounting-Rent 
7700  France  Avenue  South 
Minneapolis,  MN  55435 


Harry  Overstreet 
Gerson  Overstreet 
25  Kearny  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Terry  Ow-Wing 

854  Union  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Thomas  R.  Owens 
Embarcadero  Inn  Assn. 
3640  Buchanan  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Brude  A.  Pace 

KAPLAN  MCLAUGHLIN  DIAZ 

222  Vallejo  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Kenneth  Paige 
Paige  Glass  Company 
1531  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Mr.  Michael  Painter 
MPA  DESIGN 
562  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


**  Rose  Pak 

Chinese  Chamber  Of  Commerce 
730  Sacramento  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Anthony  J.  Palombo 

380  Mt.  Prospect  Avenue,  #14F 

Newark,  NJ  07104-2145 


Lisa  Pam 

Property  Manager  -  Retail 

4  Embarcadero  Center,  26th  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Phyllis  Pan 

160  Brannan  Street,  Apt.  323 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 70 


David  Paoli 

Paoli  Field  Architects 

87  Post  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


George  Papadakis 
DBA  PEER  INN 
Pier  33 

The  Embarcadero 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Philip/Sotiria  Papadopoul 
JAVA  HOUSE 
Pier  40 

20  Hilldale  Court 
Orinda,  CA  94563 


Maria  Papadopoulos 
Pier  40,  The  Embarcadero 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Paul  Paradis 

Hines  Interests 

101  California  Street,  Ste  4500 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


George  W.  Parker 
Klamath  Ferryboat  Assn. 
1214  Frontera  Way 
Millbrae,  CA  94080 


Melissa  Parker 

Transamerica  Real  Estate  Mgmt 
600  Montgomery  Street,  4th  Fir 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Diana  Parson 
301 7  Telegraph 
Berkeley,  CA  94705 


Mr.  Walter  J.  Pastore 

S  A  W.  Entertainment  Ltd. 

471  Broadway 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Blanche  B.  Pastorino 
1050  North  Point -#1405 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Eva  Paterson 

Lawyers  Committee  For  Civil  Rights 
301  Mission  Street,  #400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Piero  Patri 

Whisler-Patri 

2  Bryant  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 
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Tony  Patruno 

Quo  Vadis  Tour  Line 

P.O.  Box  31281 

San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Mary  Patterson. 

GREATER  GEARY  MERCHANTS  & 
PROPERTY  OWNERS  ASSN. 
3516  Geary  Boulevard 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


Tim  Patton 

Perini  Land  &  Development  Co. 

75  Broadway 

San  Franciscxj.  CA  941 1 1 


Bradford  Paul 

35  Hartford  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94114 


Allan  G.  Paul 

San  Francisco  Brewing  Co. 
155  Columbus  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Paul  Paulsen 
LEVI  STRAUSS,  INC. 
1 1 55  Battery  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Joe  Peck 
FOG  CITY  DINER 
1300  Battery  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Mr.  Eric  Pedersen 
Underwater  World,  Pier  39 
Questar,  N.Z. 
5215  N.  O'Connor  Rd  #640 
Irving,  TX  75039-3731 


Philippe  Peiletier 
EOC,  District  5 
901  Market  Street,  #500 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Philippe  Peiletier 
South  Of  Market  Assn 
759  Minna  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Debra  Pell 

2299  Pacific  Avenue,  #72 
San  Francisco,  CA  94115 


Rolf  Pendall 

Bay  Area  Council 

200  Pine  Street,  Suite  300 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Spiros  Peritos 

Viva  Pizza 

1224  Grant  Ave. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Mary  Anne  Perri 
Scoma's  Restaurant 
Pier  47 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Nancy  Peters 
City  Lights  Booksellers  &  Publ. 
261  Columbus  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Warren  Petersen 

World  Trade  Club 

World  Trade  Center  -  Ferry  BIdg. 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


George  &  Donna  Peterson 
Peterson  Family  Trust 
2838  Mission  Glen  Drive 
Santa  Clara,  CA  95051 


A!  Petri 

Alfred's  Steakhouse 

886  Broadway 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Steve  Petrocchi 
PACIFIC  BELL 

12  Twin  Dolphin  Pkwy,  Rm  A-3 
Redwood  City,  CA  90465 


Peter  Petroni 

Basta  Pasta 

1 268  Grant  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Lorenzo  Petroni  Chieu  Pham  Tamara  Phibbs 

North  Beach  Restaurant/Basta  VFAA  1430  Pacific  Avenue,  #6 

1512  Stockton  St.  1409  35th  Avenue  San  Francisco,  CA  94109 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133  Suite  A,  B,  C 

Oakland,  CA  94601 


Paul  J.  Phillips 

550  Battery.  #71 2 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


William  Phillips 

Stanford  Management  Company 
2770  Sand  Hill  Road 
Menio  Park,  CA  94025 


Ms.  Carol  Piasante 
SF  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE 
465  California  Street  -  #900 
San  Fran  Cisco,  CA  94104 


Charles  Pick 
AQA 

633  Battery  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Barbara  Pickens 
40  Architects 
607  -  26th  Avenue  E. 
Seattle,  WA98112 


Dave  Pierce 

4648  -  1 8th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


David  Pilpel 

SIERRA  CLUB,  SF  CHAPTER 

383  Crestlake  Drive 

San  Francisco,  CA  94132-1320 


Ms.  Kathy  Pincoff 

S.P.U.R. 

312  Sutter  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Richard  R  Pinocci 
Italian  French  Bakery 
1501  Grant  Avenue 
Box  330160 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 
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Greg  Pirie 

2  Bayside  Village  Place,  #322 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Tom  Plant 

PLANT  BROS.  CORP. 

300  Newhall  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Chuck  Podesta 
Coast  Marine  Supply 
398  Jefferson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Jeffrey  Pollack 

Nick's  Lightfiouse  Restaurant 

5  Fisherman  Wharf 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Jeffrey  Pollack 

The  Pollack  Group 

347  Geary  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Sharon  Lee  Polledri 

761  Bay  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Ms.  Sharon  Lee  Polledri 
Olympia  &  York 
One  Post  Street  -  Suite  3300 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Frank  Pompei 
Pompei's  Restaurant 
340  Jefferson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Bok  F.  Pon 

American  Chinese  Association 

435- 14th  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


Ms.  Shirley  Pope 
Chinatown  Children's  Center 
979  Clay  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Isolde  Popp 

2102  Leavenworth  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Jon  Poschman 
BAG 

14  St.  Mary's  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  9411 2 


John  W.  Powers 

Pier  33  North 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Vikki  Powers 
Victorian  Alliance 
1555-7th  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Rita  Previltz 
Pare  Telegraph 
240  Lombard  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Kathleen  Price 

1291  Sanchez  Street 

San  Francisco,  C A  941 14 


Susan  Price 

101  Lombard  Street,  #107 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Patricia  Proano 

Meridian  Pacific  Operations  Mgr. 
60  Francisco  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Rob  Puccinelli 
California  Parking 
Box  2882 

San  Francisco,  CA  94126 


Ting  &  Ivy  Y  N.  Pun 

40  Gateway  Plaza 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Morgan  Purcell 
Morgan  Purcell  Products 
Box  1097 
Orinda,  CA  94563 


Julie  Pumell 

Kimco  Hotel  Management  Company 

222  Kearny  #200 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Jennifer  Puser 

Local  Government  Commission 
909- 12th  Street,  Suite  205 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Robert  M.  Quad 
DPW 

City  Hall  -  Room  363 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Roland  Quan 
Quan  &  Arima 
180  Montgomery  St. 
Suite  925 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Dehnert  C.  Queen 
Small  Business  Development  Corp. 
956  Sacramento  Street,  #305 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Ms.  Susan  Quinn 

969  Bay  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Fred  Quinter 

World  Trade  Club 

World  Trade  Center 

Ferry  Building 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Carios  Quiroz' 

465  California  Street,  #908 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


J.  Sherbert/  R.  Rojas 
SHERBERT,  JIM  &  ASSOC. 
Pier  35 

The  Embarcadero  -  Suite  #206 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Dom  Ramacciotti 

EAST  MISSION  IMPROVEMENT  ASSN 
1426  Florida  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Catherine  L.  Ramberg 
Winingham,  Roberts  &  Fama 
60  Spear  Street,  Suite  800 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Florentine  Ramirez 
FILIPINO-AMERICAN  SOUTH  OF 
MARKET  NEIGHBORHOOD  ASSN. 
543-A  Natoma  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Eleanor  Ramsey 
Mason  Tillman  &  Associates 
1212  Broadway,  15th  Floor 
Oat^land,  CA94612 


Franks.  Ranuska,  M.D. 
Ronald  Roberts,  Ph.D. 
World  Trade  Center  -  #283 
San  Francisco,  CA 


Luciano  Rapetto 

Graffeo  Coffee  Roasting  Company 
733  Columbus  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Willie  Ratcliff 

Liberty  Builders 

4401  Third  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Greg  Ratliff 

3036  Richmond  Blvd. 

Oakland,  CA  94611-5865 


Glenn  Ray 
Bay  Corporation 
181  Fremont  Street 
Suite  100 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Teresa  Rea 

351  California  Street,  #1400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


D.P.  Reay 
656  Cragmont 
Berkeley,  CA  94708 


Chris  Redlich,  Jr. 

MARINE  TERMINALS  CORPORATION 

289  Steuart  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


George  Redus 

WESTWOOD  HIGHLANDS  ASSN 
410  Hazelwood  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94127 


Brian  Reed 

Courtland  Construction 
1039  Broadway  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Christopher  H.  Reed 
NORRIS  BEGGS  &  SIMPSON 
601  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Ms.  Maureen  Reen 
440  Hyde  Street,  #9 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


David/Maria  Reilly 
RED'S  JAVA  HOUSE 
Pier  30 

The  Embarcadero 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Ms.  Meg  Reilly 

The  Dophin  Club 

502  Jefferson  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Stanley  Reinfeld 

2290  Francisco  Street,  Apt.  202 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 

USA 


Robert  Remensperger 
World  Trade  Club 

World  Trade  Center  -  Ferry  Buil  ding 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Dolph  Rempp 

Pier  42,  The  Embarcadero 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Paul  A.  Renne 

COOLEY  GODWARD  ET  ALL 
One  Maritime  Plaza 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


James  A.  Reuben 
655  Montgomery  St. 
16th  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1-2635 


Mark  Reuben 

12  Princess  Street 

Sausalito,  CA  94965 


Michelle  Reyes 

PC  Worid 

501  2nd  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Vincent  Reyes 

Sr.  Escort  Outreach  Program 
948  Pacific  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Robert  R.  Reyff 

World  Trade  Center  -  Ste.  275- H 
San  Francisco,  C A  941 11 


Gordon  Reynolds 

215  Leidesdorff 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Tim  Reynolds 

HORNBLOWER  DINING  YACHTS 

Pier  3,  Embarcadero 

Santa  Rosa  Ferry 

San  Francisco,  CA  94965 


Ms.  Judy  Reynolds 
METROPOLITAN  CALIFORNIA 
STEVEDORE  COMPANY 
P.  O.  Box  547 
Wilmington,  GA  90748 
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Craig  Reynolds 
Property  Manager 
One  Market  Plaza 
850  Spear  Street  Tower 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Kim  Friscia/Deidre  Rhatigan 
Italian  Welfare  Agency 
678  Green  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Pete  Rhodes 
P.  J.  Rhodes  &  Company 
World  Trade  Center  -  Room  139 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Mr.  Julio  Ricci  Michael  Rice  Ms.  Susan  Rice 

282  Marietta  Drive  ENVIRONMENTAL  SCIENCE  ASSOC.  JACOBS  &  SPOTWORTH 

San  Francisco,  CA  94127  301  Brannan  Street  -  #200  909  Montgomery  -  #500 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107-0332  San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Laurie  Ridgeway 
RIDGEWAY  PUBLICATION 
2440  -  16th  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Mildred  Riegelman 

Mildred  Riegelman  1987  Trust 

24  Gateway  Plaza 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Mr.  D.  C.  Riesner 

ATCHISON,  TOPEKA  &  SANTA  FE 
740  East  Carnegie  Drive 
San  Bernardino,  CA  92408 


Deb  Riley 

San  Francisco  Womens  Centers 

3543- 18th  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


James  Riskas 

Suttcor  International 

30448  Rancho  Viejo  Road,  Ste.  100 

San  Juan  Capistrano,  CA  92675 


Frank  Rivero 
PACIFIC  INTERNMENT 
860  Second  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Ms.  Ellen  Roberts 
1373  Greenwich  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Mr.  Mariko  Roberts 
Candlestick  Point  State  Rec.  Area 
1858  Thousand  Oaks 
Berkeley,  CA  94707 


Donald  J.  Roberts 
Winingham,  Roberts  &  Fama 
60  Spear  Street,  Suite  800 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Ronald  A.  Roberts,  Ph.D 
ROBERTS,  RONALD  A.  PHD 
World  Trade  Center  -  Suite  284 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Alma  Robinson 

66  Venus  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Ms.  Rhoda  Robinson 
276  Francisco  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


C.David  Robinson 

James  Stewart  Polshek  &  Partners 

1005  Sansome  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


William  S.  Robinson 
Torwill,  Inc. 

301  Mission  St.,  Suite  300 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Mrs.  Beverly  Rock 

GOLDEN  GATE  HTS  NEIGHB.  ASSN 

1939  -  16th  Avenue 

P.  O.  Box  27698 

San  Francisco,  CA  94127 


Ms.  Sally  Rockwell 
12  Princess  Street 
Sausalito,  CA  94965 


Ron  Rod 

201  Harrison  St.,  #502 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Arnell  (Dan)  Rodrigues 

MIRALOMA  PARK  IMPROVEMENT  CLUB 

1 1 7  Lakeshore  Drive 

San  Francisco,  CA  94132 


Ken  Rodriguez 
MUNI 

425  Geneva  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 12 


Phillip  Rogers 
ANCHOR  BREWING  CO. 
1 705  Mariposa  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Richard  Rogers 
Treadwell  &  Rollo 
353  Sacramento,  Suite  800 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


"  Norman  Rolfe 

San  Francisco  Tomorrow 

2233  Larkin  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 

USA 


L  Romani 

Caesar's 

2299  Powell  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Lisa  C.  Romano 
660  Lombard  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 
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Mark  Ftameo 

Livingston,  Weiss,  Fortune  &  Romeo 
1 70  Columbus  St.  5th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


George  Romero 
ILWU,  L10  Mem.  Assn. 
400  Nortti  Point  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Mrs.  Gordon  Rook 

Midtown  Terrace  Home  Owners 

P.O.  Box  31097 

San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Ms.  Gloria  Root 
PAD,  Inc. 

50  Francisco  Street  -  #140. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ron  Roque 

Lucky  Lady  Sportfishing 
462  25th  Avenue  #3 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Mickey  Rosado 

2741  -  16th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Jo  Ann  Rose 

155  Jackson  Street  -  #302 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ed  Rose 

E.  M.  Rose  &  Associates 

435  Bryant  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Leonard  &  Helen  Roseman 

34  Gateway  Plaza 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Toby  Rosenblatt 
3409  Pacific  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


Stan  Roth 
Cartwheels 
520  Townsend 
BIdg.  B 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Nan  Gordon  Roth 
TELEGRAPH  HILL  DWELLERS 
1436  Kearny  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Alan  Rothenberg 
601  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Mike  Rothenberg 
1624Trona  Way 
San  Jose,  CA  95125 


Paul  E.  Roxa 

Fontana  East  Apartments  Corp. 
1000  Northpoint  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Ms.  Susanne  Royce 

1408  Kearny  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Harold  Ruddy 

George  M.  Ruddy  &  Co.,  Inc. 
World  Trade  Center  -  250H 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Mark  A.  Rudnicki 
U.E.B. 

1145  Market  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Jonathan  Runckel 

NORTH  OF  MARKET  PLANNING 

COALITION 

295  Eddy  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


William  Rus 

CONTINENTAL  DEVELOPMENT  CORP. 
215  Fremont  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Ms.  Mary  E.  Russell 
1580  Filbert  Street  #15 
San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Lemie  Russell,  PH.D 
Agriculture  Building  #213 
Foot  Of  Mission 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Ms.  Nina  Ruta 

World  Trade  Center  -  #2500 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Pamela  Ruta 

Ferry  Plaza  Business  Services 

1040  Ferry  Building 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Greg  Sutton/  Ruth  Chan 
CHAM  STAR,  INC 
World  Trade  Center  -  Suite  250- R 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Frank  Sabella  Jr. 

Sabeila  &  La  Torre  Restaurant 

2809  Taylor  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Frank  Sabella,  III 

Sabella  &  Latorre  Restaurant 

2809  Taylor  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Anthony  Sacco 

NEW  MISSION  TERRACE 

IMPROVEMENT  ASSOCIATION 

1 25  Otsego  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 12 


Anthony  G.  Sacco 

S.F.  FIREFIGHTERS  Union,  L  #798 

1139  Mission  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Paul  Sack 

3820  Washington  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 
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Ms.  Peggy  Saika 
Asian  Law  Caucus 
468  Bush  St. 
3rd  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Byron  Sakanari 

EMBARKO 

100  Brannan  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Hon.  Alex  Saldamando 
SUPERIOR  COURT 
375  Woodside  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94127 


Robert  Salvarezza 
Coast  Marine  Supply 
398  Jefferson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Peter  J.  Sammon 

390  Missouri 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Greg  Samoullades 
Soutfi  Beacfi  Billiards 
151  Brannan 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Bob  Sanchez 

Casa  Sanchez 

2778  -  24th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Marc  Sandalon 

SF  Chronicle 

901  Mission  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Dr.  Michael  Sander 
San  Francisco  Dental  Office 
132  The  Embarcadero 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Marshall  S.  Sanders 
SECURITY  PACIFIC  REALTY 
1 23  Stratford  Drive 
San  Francisco,  CA  94132 


Jonathan  Sandler 
16  West  Road 
Short  Hills,  NJ  07078 


John  M.  Sanger,  Esq. 
Pettit  &  Martin 
101  California  St.,  35th  Fl. 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Mr.  Franco  Santucci 
Stella  Pastry 
446  Columbus  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Lisa  6.  Sarett 

Winingham,  Roberts  &  Fama 
60  Spear  Street,  Suite  800 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Mr.  Tom  Sargent 

YORK  STREET  STUDIOS 

608  York  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94110 


Leo  Sarmiento 
Chevron  Car  Wash 
2  Bay  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Mr.  Gianfranco  Savio 
Biordi  Art  Imports 
412  Columbus  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Martin  Sawa 

CB  Commercial 

275  Battery  Street,  #1300 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Eric  Scaff 

Compass  Management  &  Leasing 
201  Spear  Street,  #1020 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Mr.  Jim  Schach 

2715  B  Ingalls  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Mr.  Dennis  Scharffenberg 
GLESBY  WHOLESALE,  INC. 
P.  O.  Box  885412 
San  Francisco,  CA  94188-5412 


Steve  Schefsky 

CAVA  555 

555  -  2nd  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Henry  Schindel 

VISITACION  VALLEY  IMPROVEMENT 

ASSOCIATION 

91  Leiand  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94134 


Warner  Schmalz 
1011  Kearny  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


John  B.  Schmidt 

48  Clifford  Terrace 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Christine  Schneider 
Landscape  Ecologist 
3782-22nd  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Rebecca  Schnier 

42  Ashbury  Street 

San  Francisco,,  CA  941 1 7 


Robert  Schuchardt 

COW  HOLLOW  ASSOCIATION 

2827  Union  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Oliver  Schwaner-Albright 
ASUC-  Box  247 
Berkeley,  CA  94720-1  111 


Davis  Schwartz 

Capital  Partnerships,  Inc. 

560  Dewey  Blvd. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94116-1427 
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Peter  Schwarz 

FOREST  HILL  ASSOCIATION 
381  Magellan  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 16 


Al  Scoma 
Scoma's 
Pier  47 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


James  E.  Scott 

806  Oak  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Jack  Scott 

Jack  Scott  &  Associates 

1301  Sixth  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Jess  Sears 

2715  Hyde  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Phillip  Seawalt 

BETAWEST 

345  Spear  St,  Ste  735 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Marina  Secchitano 

Inland  Boatmen's  Union  of  Pacific 

450  Han-ison,  #103 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105-2610 


Paul  Sedway 

Sedway  Cooke  Associates 

300  Montgomery  Street,  2nd  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CAS  94104 


Wesley  Seeds 

SOUTH  OF  MARKET  RESIDENTS 
ARTISTS  &  MERCHANTS  ASSN 
164-A  Langton  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Gary  Seege 

75  Buena  Vista  East  -  #301 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Masuda  Seiji 

C/O  Urbest  Inc. 

28  Gateway  Plaza 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Bruce  Selby 

Lakeshore  Acres  Imprmt  Club 
336  Country  Club  Drive 
San  Francisco,  CA  94132 


Keiko  Senda 

HILLMAN  PROPERTIES  WEST 
One  Harrison  Street  -  #535 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Dante  Serafini 
Stinking  Rose 
253  Columbus  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


G.  Rhea  Serpan 

S.  F.  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE 
465  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Mr.  Billy  Seto 
Wo-Soon  Produce  Co. 
1210  Stockton  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Theodore  R.  Shalack 

550  Battery  Street  -  Apt  #2207 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Mr.  Fang  Shang-Cheng 
Fang  Products,  Inc. 
2236  Shannon  Dr. 
S.  San  Francisco,  CA  94080 


Scott  Shannon 
BETAWEST,  INC 
Hills  Plaza 

345  Spear  Street  -  #735 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Chi-Hsin  Shao 
Korve  Engineering 
155  Grand  Avenue,  #400 
Oakland,  CA  94612 


Mr.  Shari 

OMAR'S  CAFE 

Ferry  Building  -  Suite  1001 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Harry  Shaver 

1000  S.  W.  Vista  Avenue,  #509 
Portlan  d,  OR  97205 


M.  Sheehan 

1033  Jones  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Dennis  Shelden 

630  Natoma  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Jana  Sheldon 

National  Maritime  Museum 

Building  275 

Crissy  Field,  Presidio 

San  Francisco,  CA 


Ms.  Joan-Marie  Shelley 
UNITED  EDUCATORS 
655  ■  14th  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Steven  Sheppard 
DAMES  &  MOORE 
221  Main  Street.  Ste.  600 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Karen  Sheriff 

Flying  Dutchman  Parking  Company 
Pier  27 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Paul  Sherrill 
U\NIER&SHERRILL 
1 56  Texas 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Ms.  Linda  Sherry 
ASIAN  WEEK 
809  Sacramento  St 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 
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Craig  Sherwood 

ALL  STARS  MUSIC 

World  Trade  Center  -  Suite  306 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Tim  Shew 

Golden  Gate  Meat  Market 

1101  Stockton  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Foster  Shieh 

Ka  Yin  Benevolent  Association 
945B  Grant  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Walter  Shimek 

MID-DIVISADERO  MERCHANTS  ASSN 
528  Divisadero  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Ms.  Nita  Sierre 

SKIDMORE  OWINGS  &  MERRILL 

333  Bush  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Mervyn  Silberberg 
S.F.  for  Neighborhood  Enterprise 
3700  Sacramento  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


Dr.  Mimi  Silbert 

DELANCEY  STREET  FOUNDATION 
2563  Divisadero  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Eleanor/Barney  Silver 
570  Union  St.,  #202 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Patricia  Silver 
145  Bon  view 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Mrs.  Mae  Silver 

TWIN  PEAKS  EAST  NEIGHBORHOOD 
ASSOCIATION 
260  Corbett  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


J.  Paul  Silvestri 

2382  Hyde  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Palmira  Simi 
Gelardi's 

C/o  1 22  Oxford  Lane 
San  Bruno,  CA  94066 


Palmira/Robert  Simi 

Gelardi's  Gifts 

2890  Taylor  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Leonard  &  Betty  Simon 
2659  Leavenworth  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Allen  Simpson 

Greater  Divisadero  Business  Assn 
2852  1/2  California  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Bob  Simpson 
Turnbuil  &  Associates 
Pier  1  1/2 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Melanie  Singer 

645  El  Dorado  Ave  ,  #306 

Piedmont,  CA  94611 


Angelo  Siracusa 

Bay  Area  Council 

200  Pine  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


J.  Michael  Skinner 
ABI/Lloyd  7  Associates 
160  Spear  Street,  10th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Ms.  Barbara  Sklar 
2932  Jackson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Edward  Skokowski 

881  44th  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94121 


Mr.  Carryl  Skraeak 
1514  -  20th  Avenue  -  #4 
San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Jay  Slattery 

Harbor  Court  Hotel 

165  Steuart  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Michael  Smiley 
Sasaki  Associates 
444  DeHaro,  #202 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Ms.  Victoria  Smiser 
TRANSPORTATION  MGT. 
Four  Embarcadero  Center  -  #2600 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1  -5994 


Ellis  Smith 

300  Fourth  Street,  Suite  300 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Eleanor  Smith 

2201  Broadway,  #815 

Oakland,  CA  94612 


Cordell  R.  Smith 
375  Head  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94132 

C-60 


Ms.  Susan  M.  Smith 
1730-A  Jones  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Denise  Smith 
BAYSIDE  APARTMENTS 
3  Bayside  Village  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Ms.  Denise  Smith  Ms.  Kimberly  Smith  Joe  Smith 

BAYSIDE  VILLAGE  ASSOCIATES  H MS  Associates  Pier  39  Associates 

580  Beale  Street  One  Jackson  Street  P.O.  Box  3730 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105  San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1  San  Francisco,  CA  941 19 


Mr.  Arden  Smith 
POTRERO  BOOSTERS  AND 
MERCHANTS  ASSOCIATION 
749  Carolina  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Thomas  Smith 
ROBERTS  FURNITURE 
#2  Henry  Adams  -  Space  435 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Stanley  Smith 

S.F.  Building  Trades  Council 
2660  Newhali  SL,  Room  116 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Herbert  C.  Smith  Robert  Alfred  Smith  Ms.  H.  MarciaSmolens 

ST.  MARY'S  PARK  IMPROVEMENT  YELLOW  AIRPORT  SHUTTLE  HMS  Assoc. 

CLUB  80  Charter  Oak  Street  1  Jackson  St. 

144  Mun-ay  Street  San  Francisco,  CA  94124  San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 
San  Francisco,  CA  941  12 


Ms.  Marilyn  Smulyan 
Bicycle  Advisory  Committee 
3977  26th  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


John  F.  Smyth 

Blue  Shield  Of  California 

1  Beach  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Carmen  F.  Soils 
39  Majestic  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  9411 2 


Stephen  Soo 

Chinese  Six  Companies 

843  Stockton  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Michael  &  George  Soracco 
Ambrogio  Soracco  Co. 
Liguria  Baker 
.  1700  Stockton 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Leandro  Soto 
Arriba  Juntos 

2017  Mission  Street,  2nd  Fl. 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Linda  Spackman 
China  Basin  Landing 
185  Berry  Street,  #140 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


David  Sperber 

TOWN'S  END 

2  Townsend  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


David  Spero 

NORTH  MISSION  ASSOCIATION 
286  Guerrero  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


John  &  Louis  Squaglia 
1730  Paiou  Ave.  #18 W 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Michael  St.  Pierre 

SKIDMORE  OWINGS  &  MERILL 

333  Bush  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Mrs.  Mary  J.  Staymates 
WESTERN  ADDITION  NEIGHBORHOOD 
ASSOCIATION 
1948  Sutter  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94115 


William  Steele 
CHEVRON  USA  INC 
575  Market  Street  -  Floor  9 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Richard  Stein 

FISHERMAN'S  WHARF  REST, 
c/o  CITY  PARKING  COMPANY 
1232  Market  Street -#11 6 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Linda  Steinberg 
The  Jewish  Museum 
121  Steuart  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Scott  Steinwert 
Ferry  BIdg  -  Ste.  3047 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


James  L.  Stevens 

1085  Greenwich  Street  -  #2 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Tom  Stevens 

Steuart  Place  Associates 

141  Steuart  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Myles  Stevens 
Stevens  &  Associates 
2670  Leavenworth 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Kathleen  Stevens 
WORLD  CENTRE,  S.  F. 
World  Trade  Center 
Suite  #292 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Russell  K.  Stewart 
GENSLER  &  ASSOCIATES 
550  Kearny  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 
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Duane  Stinson 

Sinbad's  Pier  2  Restaurant 

Pier  2 

The  Embarcadero 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Thomas  Stinson 
Sinbad's  Pier  2  Restaurant 
Pier  2 

The  Embarcadero 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Charles  Stinson 

Sin  bads  Pier  2  Restaurant 

Pier  2 

The  Embarcadero 

San  Francisco.  CA  941 1 1 


Shenwood  Stockwell 
301  Chestnut  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Tom  Stone 

S.  F.  MINI  STORAGE 
1000  Seventh  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Mr.  Kyra  Storjev 

1746  Filbert  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


David  Strain 

Phillips,  Greenberg,  Strain  &  Hauser 
One  Post  Street,  Suite  2600 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Howard  Strassner 
419  Vicente 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 16 


Dennis  Struecker 
KORVE  ENGINEERING 
155  Grand  Avenue,  Ste  400 
Oakland,  CA94612 


Sherre  C.  Strum 

LAW  OFFICES,  SHERRE  STRUM 
Ferry  Building  -#3015 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


David  Sturman 

Kearny  Street  Books  &  Video 

1030  Kearny  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Hanna  &  Sandra  Suleiman 
Caffe  Greco 
423  Columbus  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Tom  Sullivan 
6543  Girvin  Drive 
Oakland,  CA  9461 1 


John  Sullivan 

MARINE  TERMINALS  CORPORATION 

289  Steuart  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Joseph  Svedise 
United  Shellfish  Co. 
Pier  47 

Foot  Of  Jones  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Charlotte  Swig 

999  Green  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Stephen  Taber 

Haight-Ashbury  Improvement 

1915  Oak  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Lincoln  Tarn 
Chinese  Times 
686  Sacramento  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Gloria  Tan 

Asian  Women's  Resource  Center 
940  Washington  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


John  Tarantino 

Polar  Ice 

Pier  45,  Shed  D 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Sal  Tarantino 

S.P.  Tarantino  Insurance  Brokerage 
490  Jefferson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Mr.  Munah  F.  Tarazi 
MFT  Consulting  Engineers 
World  Trade  Center  -  #321 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Mr.  Claudio  Tarchi 
Museo  Italo  Americano 
Ft.  Mason  Center 
BIdg.  C 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Mat  Tarnopal 

769  Edgewood  Road 

San  Mateo,  CA  94402 


Feseha  Taye 
DBA  Taytech 

Worid  Trade  Center  -  #269 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Feseha  Taye 
Taytech 

Ferry  Building,  Suite  269 
San  Francisco,  CA  9411 1 


James  M.  Taylor 
EXPRESS  SERVICES 
Ordway  BIdg 
Oakland,  CA  94612 


Peter  Taylor 
Pacific  Property  Service 
Four  Embarcadero  Center 
Suite  2600 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Frank  Tedesco,  P.E. 
WILSEY  &  HAM  ENGINEERING 
355  Lakeside  Dnve,  Ste.  200 
Foster  City,  CA  94404 


I.  Donald  Terner 

BRIDGE  HOUSING  CORPORATION 
82  Second  Street  -  #200 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 
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S.  Borgatti/W.  Tettamanti 
L'Osteria  Del  Forno 
519  Columbus  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Gerhard  Thiede 
C/o  Hanse  Shipping  Agency 
Worid  Trade  Center  -  #205 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Jim  Thorn 

GOLDEN  STATE  MARINE 

P.  O.  Box  78054 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Bill  Thomas  Tom  Thompson  Art  Thompson 

U.  S.  NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE  Carl's  Jr.  Mines  Interests 

Building  #20  1  1 175  Jackling  Drive  101  California  Street,  #4500 

Fort  Mason  Hillsborough,  CA  94010  San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 
San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Thomas  Thompson 

LAKESIDE  PROPERTY  OWNERS  ASSN 

129  Stratford  Drive 

San  Francisco,  CA  94132 


Steve  Thompson 
Thompson  Design  Associates 
90  Adams  Street 
Mill  Valley,  CA  94901 


Malcolm  Thomiey 
S.  F.  COUNCIL  OF  DISTRICT 
MERCHANTS  ASSOCIATION 
3158-A  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Ms.  Stephanie  Thornton  Robert  M.  Tibbits  Liem  Tiem  Pao 

COASTAL  RESOURCES  CENTER  Telegraph  Hill  Dwellers  C/o  Sampao  Group 

World  Trade  Center  -  Suite  250-L  386  Chestnut  Street  3  Embarcadero  Center 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1  San  Francisco,  CA  94133  Suite  1 245 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Richard  Tilles 
Wilbur  Smith  Associates 
221  Main  Street,  Ste.  540 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


John  Tillotson 

582  Market  Street,  Suite  1004 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Joe  Timonere 

125  Precita  Street  -  Apt.  B 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Don  &  Gwen  Todd 
Don  Todd  Associates 
303  Second  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Keilani  Tom 

443  Tehama  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Ronald  K.  Tom 

1178  Folsom  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Glenn  Tom 

Chinatown  Merchants'  Assoc. 

Cathay  House 

718  California  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Ben  Tom 

United  Pacific. 

2440  Taravai  St,  #200 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 16-2267 


F.  Jerome  Tone  IV 
Montgomery  Capital  Corp. 
244  California  St.,  Ste  600 
San  Francisco,  C A  94 11 1 


Jim  Topping 
KGO-TV,  INC 
900  Front  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Jennie  Tonrente 
951  North  Point  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Tom  Torstenson 

Big  Al's 

556  Broadway 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Elmer  Tosta 

Galletti  Bros.  Shoe  Service 
427  Columbus  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Evelyn  Towie 
60  Zita  Manor 
Daly  City,  CA  94105 


Evelyn  TowIe 
CB  Commercial 
One  Market  Plaza 
Suite  850 

San  Francisco,  OA  94105 


Ms.  Cheryl  Towns 
1538  Innes  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Jeffrey  T.  Toy 

FORT  MASON  FOUNDATION 
Fort  Mason  Center 
BIdgA 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Joseph  &  Vincent  Trancredi 

San  Francisco  Restaurant  Supply 

495  Division  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 
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Ms.  Lucia  Trans 

Chinatown/No.  Beach  Community 

Care  Services 

615  Grant  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Hans  P.  Treuenfels 
Treuenfels  &  Associates 
P.O.  Box  26533 
San  Francisco,  CA  94126 


Bruce  Trevithick 
Winingham,  Roberts  &  Fama 
60  Spear  Street,  Suite  800 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Sal  Tringali 

Monterey  Fish  Company 

840  Fir  Ave. 

Sand  City,  CA  93955 


R  &  H  Trittschuh 
1507  -  20th  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Richard  Try 

Friends  Of  Aquatic  Park 

873  Filbert  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Julie  Tsuchiya 
Pier  1 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Robert  Tufts 

Jackson,  Tufts,  Cole  &  Black 
650  California  Streret,  31st  Fl. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Jeffrey  Tumlin 

341 -A  Lexington  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Herb  Turetzky 

Pizzeria  Uno 

2323  Powell  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Scotty  Turner 
Turner's  Coin  Telescopes 
128  Glen  Park  Way 
Brisbane,  CA  94005 


Charles  B.  Turner,  Jr. 
COMMUNITY  DESIGN  CENTER 
1663  Mission  Street  -  #503 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Ms.  Denise  D.  Turrell 
1333  Jones  Stret  -  #410 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Lyie  &  Judy  Tuttle 
Lyie  Tuttle  Tattooing 
841  Columbus  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Jon  Twichell 

143  Connecticut  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Simon  Udell 

101  Townsend,  #201 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Ernie  Uhm 

675  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Ms.  Lynn  Valente 

Greater  Market  St.  Dev.  Assoc. 

870  Market  Street 

Suite  456 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


John  &  Rosanna  Valentin i 
A.  Cavalli  &  Co. 
1441  Stockton  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Michael  Valerio 

SOUTH  OF  MARKET  COMM.  ASSN. 
Anya-Malka  Halevi 
1338  Jessie  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Ms.  Deborah  J.  Van  Dusen 
Eureka  Bank 
1435  Stockton  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Edward  Van  Egri 

Russian  Hill  Improvement  Assoc. 
819  Francisco  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Steve  Van  Iderstein 
Mahnelli  Shellfish 
640  Natoma  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Ms.  Jacqueline  Van  Keuren 
TDI 

120  Howard  Street  -  Suite  450 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Jack  Van  Paris 
Record  Hardware 
659  Columbus  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Su  Van  Vo 

Long's  Fish  Company 
2371  -  37th  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 16 


Dwayne  Vandagriff 
ASTROCOPTERS,  LTD 
P.  O.  Box  2563 
Airport  Station 
Oakland,  CA  94614 


Wilma  Vanson 
Nothwest  Asset  Mgmt  Co., 
One  Harrison  Street,  #150 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


inc 


Ms.  Gayle  Velez 
PACIFIC  BELL 

2600  Camino  Ramon  -  #3E102 
San  Ramon,  CA  94583 


M.  K.  Veioz 

FISHERMAN'S  WHARF  PORT  TENANTS 

ASSOCIATION 

Pier  45,  Shed  A 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 
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Koo  Kou  Who  &  Shui  Ven  May 
C/o  Baker  &  McKenzie 
2  Embarcadero  Center 
Suite  2400 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Joel  Ventresca 

Coalition  For  SF  Neighborhoods 

202  Grattan  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 7 


Joel  Ventresca 

SF  INTERNATIONAL  AIRPORT 
676  McDonald  Road 
San  Francisco,  CA  94128 


**  Andrew  Vesselinovitzh 

SF  Bicycle  Advisory  Committee 

1 1 7  Fillmore  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 7 


Steven  Vettel 

Gladstone  And  Vettel 

Penthouse 

177  Post  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Tay  Via 

Morrison  &  Foerster 
345  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Robert  B.  Victor 
C/o  Network-Overseas  Co. 
World  Trade  Center  -  #319 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Julia  Viera 

6  Hillview  Court 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Mark  Viguuri 

Tucker  Sadler  &  Associates 
2411  -  2nd  Avenue 
San  Diego,  CA  92101 


Juan  Villanueva  Mr.  Pena  Villegas  Mr.  Francis  Violich 

Rico's  Tacqueria  STANFORD  UNIV.  HOSP.  LIFE  90  Tamalpais  Road 

943  Columbus  Avenue  300  Paptor  Drive  -  #H1249  Berkeley,  CA  94708 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133  Stanford,  CA  94305 


Donald  &  Lynne  Vodra 

906  Zurich  Cr. 

Newport  Beach,  CA  92663 


George  Von  Wan 
Otis  Elevator  Co. 
2  Bryant  Street,  Suite  100 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Irene  Vormus 

378  Cresta  Vista  Drive 

San  Francisco,  CA  94127 


AlVom 

75  Folsom  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Liz  Vorsatz 

Betawest  Properties  Inc. 
345  Spear  St.,  Suite  735 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Leo  Vu 

Sea-Win  Fish  Co. 

P.O.  Box  2240 

Daly  City,  CA  94017-0240 


John  Waggoner 
Hornblower  Dining  Yachts 
Pier  33 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ron  Wagner 

Hornblower  Dining  Yachts 
Pier  3 

The  Embarcadero 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Fred  Wagner 

ANZA  VISTA  ASSOCIATION 
77  Terra  Vista  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Ms.  Nancy  Wakeman 
Bay  Conservation  &  Dev.  Comm. 
30  Van  Ness  Ave.,  Ste  201 1 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Tom  Walb 

120  Howard  Street  -  Ste.  850 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Nancy  G.  Walker 
3550  Langtry  Road 
St.  Helena,,  CA  94574 


Jarrett  Walker 

1463  Sacramento  Street  -  #6 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


William  Walker 
48  Capilano  Drive 
Novato,  CA  94949 


Tom  Walker 

Nedlloyd  Line 

650  California,  2nd  Fi 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Jessie  David  Wall 

SUNNYSIDE  NEIGHBORHOOD  ASSN 

225  Edna  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  9411 2 


Jay  S.  Wallace 
O'Donnell  &  Pia 
332  Pine  Street,  #400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Karen  Wallsten 
PBQ&D 

303  2nd  Street.  9th  Floor 
San  Franci  sco,  CA  94107 
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John  Walsh 

BAY  AREA  FORKLIFT  SERVICE 
c/o  WALSH  ENTERPRISES 
P.  O.  Box  880084 
San  Francisco,  CA  94188 


Ms.  Karen  Walsh 

S.F.  Bay  Fisherman's  Assoc. 

P.O.  Box  2561 

Petaluma,  CA  94953 


***  Eula  M.  Walters 

Citizens  For  Open  Space  And  To  Retain 
Vailiancourt  Fountain 
440  Davis  Court,  #311 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Robert  Wan 

650  Davis  St.  #1 1 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Linda  Wang 
1548  Stockton  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ted  Wang 

Lawyer's  Committee  For  Civil  Rights 
301  Mission  Street,  Ste.  400 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Jack  Ward 

Marriott  Hotel 

1250  Columbus  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


John  Wanren 
J.  Warren  &  Associates 
1330  Broadway,  Suite  1511 
Oakland,  CA  94612 


P.  Michael  Watson 

Aquamarine 

33  Sharon  Avenue 

Piedmont,  C A  9461 1 


Chris  Watson 

Pacific  Gateway  Properties 
121  Spear  Street,  Ste.  303 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Loma  Watt 

Otis  Elevator  Co. 

2  Bryant  Street,  Suite  100 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Mark  Weisman 
ICF  Kaiser  Engineers 
1800  Harrison,  6th  Fl. 
Oakland,  CA  94612 


Ms.  Ernestine  Weiss 

440  Davis  Court 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Cyrus  Weiss 

Verba  Buena  Office  Supplies 

414  Francisco  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Calvin  Welch 

Council  of  Community  Housing  Orgs. 

409  Clayton  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Larry  Wellen 
ADAM  SYSTEMS 
320  Storke  Road 
Goleta,  CA  93117-2992 


Ms.  Kim  Weller 

230  Hermann  St,  #8 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17-3522 


Ms.  Penny  Welles 

1 23  Townsend  Street  -  #625 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Therese  Welsh 

Property  Manager  -  Office 

4  Embarcadero  Center,  26th  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Allan  Wendroff 

1028  DeHaro  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107-3209 


Bob  Werbe 

GROSVENOR  BUSINESS  LINES 

350  Eighth  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Tuula  Wessman 

Fremont  Reinsurance  Company 
100  California,  9th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


James  A.  West 
New  S.F.  Neighborhood  Assn. 
1  St.  Francis  Place  #5606 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Howard  M.  Wexler 
FELDMAN,  WALDMAN  &  KLINE 
235  Montgomery  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Dave  Wharton 

DIAMOND  H  TS  COMM  ASSOC 
5031  Diamond  Heights  Boulevard 
P.  O.  Box  31529 
San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Fr.  Stephen  B.  Whelan,  S.D.B. 
Assoc.  Pastor  -  SS  Peter  &  Paul 
666  Filbert  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Nancy  White 

COURTUVND  MERCHANTS  ASSN 
424  Cortland  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Ms.  Molly  White 

Non  Profit  Arts  Administrator 

4  Schmidt  Street 

San  Rafael,  CA  94903 
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Carole  Whitehead 

155  Jackson  Street,  #1401 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Robert  Whitehead 
Whitehead  &  Porter 
100  Bush  Street,  27th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Koo  Kou  Who  &  Shui  Ven  May 
c/o  Baker  &  McKenzie 
2  Embarcadero  Center  #2400 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Jack  Wickwire 

METROPOLITAN  LIFE  INSURANCE 

425  Market  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Jeffrey  K.  Wieland 
Vantage  Equity  Ltd 
50  California  Street  -  #3300 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Richard  Wilbur 
Winingham,  Roberts  &  Fama 
60  Spear  Street,  Suite  800 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Robert  Wilhelm 

PAN  PACIFIC  HOTEL 

500  Post  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Cathy  Wilkes 
Gelardi's  Gifts 
2890  Taylor  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Walt  Willard 

J  7  H  MARINE  7  INDUSTRIAL 

300  China  Basin 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Lawrence  L.  Willett 
ESIS,  INC. 
ATTN:  Larry  Willett 
Pier  46 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Mr.  George  A.  Williams 
1511  Masonic  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Carl  Williams 

BLACK  LEADERSHIP  FORUM 
870  Market  St.  #1200 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Teresita  Williams 

Ex-Offender  Assistance  Foundation 
9  Goldmine  Drive,  #C 
San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Jim  Williams 

Meatball  Bait 

Pier  45,  Shed  D 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


David  D.  Williamson 
7151  Amherst,  1st  Fir 
University  City 
St.  Louis,  MO  63130 


Ladd  Wilsey 

Wilsey-Bennet 

P.O.  Box  3532 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 19 


Mr.  Rusty  Wilson 
P.O.  Box  851 
Bodega  Bay,  CA  94923 


Evelyn  Wilson 

Coalition  For  S.F.  Neighborhoods 

P.O.  Box  42-5882 

San  Francisco.  CA  94142 


Ms.  Kay  Wilson 

PUBUC  AFAIRS  MANAGEMENT 
Agriculture  BIdg 
101  The  Embarcadero,  Ste  210 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Stuart  Wilson 
ROSS- WILSON,  INC 
2686  E.  Middiefield  Road 
Redwood  City,  CA  94063 


John  L  Winingham 
Winingham,  Roberts  &  Fama 
60  Spear  Street,  Suite  800 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Ms.  Jane  Winslow 
396  Lombard  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Alfred  Winter 
WORLD  TRADE  CLUB 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Fred  Winter 

World  Trade  Club 

World  Trade  Center,  Ferry  BIdg 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Esther  "b"  Woeste 
Golden  Gateway  Tenants  Assn 
440  Davis  Court -#1813 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Alan  Wofsy 

P.  O.  Box  2210 

San  Francisco,  CA  94126 


Steven  L.  Wolfe 
Wilson  &  Ihrig  &  Associates 
5776  Broadway 
Oakland,  CA  94618 


Steve  Wollenberg 
Fastline 

P.  O.  Box  472560 

San  Francisco,  CA  94147 


Lawrence  Wong 
2588  -  35th  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  C A  94 11 8 


Ms.  Arlene  Wong 
577  Missouri 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Mr.  Jackson  Wong 
100  Pine  St.,  #2560 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Man  Wai  Wong 

188  King  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 
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Alan  Wong 

Asian,  Inc. 

1670  Pine  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Lawrence  Wong 
CADC 

1700Gough  St.,  #306 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Mr.  Dan  Wong 

Chinatown  TRIP 

P.  O.  Box  250654 

San  Francisco,  CA  94125-0654 


Ms.  Elsie  Wong 
Chinatown  Library 
1135  Powell  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Samson  Wong 

Chinese  Amer.  Voters'  Ed.  Comm. 

915  Grant  Ave.,  #4 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Mr.  Ringo  Wong 

Chinese  Chamber  Of  Commerce 
730  Sacramento  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Po  Wong 

Chinese  Newcomers'  Service  Cntr. 
777  Stockton  St.  #103 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Douglas  F.  Wong 
Commission 
3641  Sacramento  St. 
Suite  #E 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


Ms.  Pearl  Wong 
Jazz  At  Pearl's 
256  Columbus  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Ms.  Sophie  Wong 
N.E.  Medical  Services 
1520  Stockton  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


P.G.H.  Wong 

P.G.H.  Wong  Engineering,  Inc. 
256  Laguna  Honda  Blvd.  #31312 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 16 


Mr.  Clifton  Wong 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
1 1 55  Market  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Kit  Wong 
VZM 

101  Broadway 
Oakland7,  CA  94607 


Alton  Wong,  Jr. 

Twilight  Security,  Inc. 

1234  Mariposa  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107-2419 


Ms.  Alice  Wong/Ken  Burger 
FRANCISCAN  RESTAURANT 
Pier  43  1/2  ,  The  Embarcadero 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


George  Q.  Woo 

Chinese  Consol.  Benev.  Assn. 
843  Stockton  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Dean  Woo 

Royal  Pacific  Motor  Inn 

661  Broadway 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Robert  Wood 

Bechtel  Corporation 

P.  O.  Box  3965 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 19 


Andrew  Woolman 
71 1  Johnson  Street 
Albany,  CA  94706 


Ms.  Margaret  Wosser 
264  Noe 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Garfield  Wray 

Harding  Lawson  Associates 
303  Second  Street,  Ste  630  North 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Cliff  Wren-Jarvis 

WREN-JARVIS  MARINE  SERVICE 
189  Irwin  Street 
San  Rafael,  CA  94901 


Doug  Wright 

Douglas  Wright  Consulting 
400  Montgomery  Street,  #1110 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


Ching  Wu 
BECHTEL 
50  Beale  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 19 


Mr.  Donald  Wyler 

EMBARCADERO  TRIANGLE  ASSOC 

c/o  G.B.  Assoc. 

201  Filbert  Street  -  Ste  700 

San  Francisco,  CA  941  33 


Pun  Ting  &  Ivy  Y  N. 
40  Gateway  Plaza 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Danny  S.  Yan 
Chinese  Consolidated 
843  Stockton  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Y.C.  Yang 

Pres.,  T.Y.  Lin  Int'l 

315  Bay  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 
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Bill  Yates 

344  Fresno 

Morrow  Bay,  CA  93442 


SiuYin  Yau 
c/o  Patrick  Kan 
100  N.  Falls  Drive 
Folsom,  CA  95630 


Jacky  Ye 
OCTV 

844  FOIsom  St.  #202 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Harold  Yee 

ASIAN,  Inc. 

1670  Pine  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Jim  Yee 
NAAATA 
346  Ninth  St. 
2nd  Hoor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Bond  Yee 

Parking  and  Traffic 
460  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Alvin  Yick 

Chinese  Amer.  Citizens'  All. 

1044  Stockton  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Yau  Siu  Yin 
C/o  Patrick  Kan 
100  N.  Falls  Dr. 
Folsom,  CA  95630 


Won  You 

CHINA  INPL  TRAVEL 

World  Trade  Center  -  Suite  138 A 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ms.  Jacqueline  Young 

5  Presidio  Terrace 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


Mr.  Kendall  Young 
1550  Bryant  St. 
Suite  770 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Gwendolyn  Young 
Blue  Shield  Of  California 
P.O.  Box  7168 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Melanie  Young 
Chinatown  Resource  Center 
1525  Grant  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Mylinda  Young 
McCord 

49  Stevenson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Donald  Young 
Young  Lulumai  Eli  Look 
640  Davis  St. 
Gateway  Plaza  #30 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Gary  Younger 

PORTOU  DISTRICT  MERCHANTS 

ASSOCIATION 

2499  San  Bruno  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94134 


L  Z  &Tse  Feng  Yuan 
Dragon  West  Enterprises 
640  Davis  Street  #36 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Mahmut  Yuksel 

Bocce  Cafe 

478  Green  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Richard  Zaiatoris 
Yarmouth  Group,  Inc. 
Two  Embarcadero  Center 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Bunny  Zaaiba 

BUNNY  ZARUBA  GRAPHICS 
19  Booker  Avenue 
Sausalito,  CA  94965 


Marie  Zeller 
2  Bryant  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105-1695 


Meria  Zeilerbach 
24  Presidio  Terrace 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


Robin  Ziegler 
2359  Pwell  St.  #500 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Raymond  A.  Zimny 
245  Euclid  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


WTP  GOVT  LIST  -A-  Sharon  Banks  Howard  DuPuis 

WTP  GOVERNMENT  UST  A.C.  Transit  District  A.C.  Transit  District 

1600  Franklin  Street  1600  Franklin  Street 

Oakland,  CA  9461 2  Oakland,  CA  9461 2 


Revan  Tranter  Adv.  Council  On  Historic  Edward  R.  Campbell 

ABAG  Preservation  Alameda  Co.  Bd.  Of  Sup. 

1 01  Eighth  Street  730  Simms  Street,  #401  1 221  Oak  Street  -  Room  536 

Oakland,  CA  94607  Golden,  CO  80401  Oakland,  CA  9461 2 


Gregory  Chan 
BART 

800  Madison 
P.  O.  Box  12688 
Oakland,  CA  94604-2688 


Leo  P.  Rachal 
BART 

P.O.  Box  12688 
Oakland,  CA  94604-2688 


Frank  Wilson 
BART 

800  Madison  Street 
Oakland,,  CA  94607 


Milton  Feldstein 

Bay  Area  Air  Quality  Mgt.  Dist. 

939  Ellis  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Joe  LaClair 
BCDC 

30  Van  Ness  Avenue,  #201 1 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Alan  Pendleton 
BCDC 

30  Van  Ness  Avenue,  #201 1 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Calif.  Dept.  Of  Fish  &  Game 
1416  Ninth  Street 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Brian  Hunter 

Calif.  Dept.  Of  Fish  &  Game 
P.O.  Box  47 
7329  Silverado  Trail 
Yountville,,  CA  94599 


Robert  Chung 

CALIF.  TRANSP.  COMMISSION 
1120  N.  Street  -  Suite  2221 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Octavia  Diener 

CALIF.  TRANSP.  COMMISSION 
Densmore  Engines 
665  Fulton  Street 
Fresno,  CA  93721 


Joseph  Duffel 

CALIF,  TRANSP.  COMMISSION 
1430  Willow  Pass  Rd,#220 
Concord,  CA  94520-5223 


Dean  R.  Dunphy 

CALIF.  TRANSP.  COMMISSION 
P.  O.  Box  84359 
San  Diego,  CA  92138 


Jerry  B.  Epstein 

CALIF.  TRANSP.  COMMISSION 

4201  Via  Marina 

Marina  Del  Rey,  CA  90292 


Daniel  Fessler 

CALIF.  TRANSP.  COMMISSION 
505  Van  Ness  Avenue  -  #5200 
San  Fran, 


Peter  Hathway 

CALIF.  TRANSP.  COMMISSION 
1120  N  Street  -  Suite  2221 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


J.  T.  Hawthome 

CALIF.  TRANSP.  COMMISSION 

P.  O.  Box  708 

San  Diego,  CA92112 


Hon.  Richard  Katz 
CALIF.  TRANSP.  COMMISSION 
State  Capitol  -  Room  3146 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Ken  Kevorkian 

CALIF.  TRANSP.  COMMISSION 
2945  South  Western  Avenue 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90018 


William  E.  Leonard 

CALIF.  TRANSP.  COMMISSION 

P.  O.  Box  1367 

San  Bernardino,  CA  92402 


Robert  I.  Remen 
CALIF.  TRANSP.  COMMISSION 
1120  N Street- Room  2233 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


James  Strook 
California  EPA 
555  Capitol  Mall 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Hon  Willie  L.  Brown,  Jr. 
California  State  Assembly 
455  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Hon.  John  Burton 
California  State  Assembly 
455  Goden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Hon.  Jackie  Speier 
California  State  Assembly 
220  S.  Spruce  Avenue 
So.  San  Francisco.  CA  94080 
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Hon.  Gray  Davis 

California  State  Lands  Commission 
300  Capitol  Mall 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Hon.  Quentin  Kopp 
California  State  Senate 
363  El  Camino 

So.  San  Francisco,  CA  94080 


Hon.  Milton  Marks 
California  State  Senate 
71 1  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Joan  Rummelsburg 
California  State  Senate 
363  El  Camino  Real,  #  205 
San  Francisco,  CA  94080 


Jim  Bush 

Caltrans 

P.O.  Box  23660 

Oakland,  CA  94623-0660 


Micfiael  J.  Deasy 
Caltrans 

111  Grand  Avenue 
Oakland,  CA94612 


Wingate  Lew 

Caltrans 

P.O.  Box  23660 

Oakland,  CA  94623-0660 


Peter  Lim 

Caltrans 

4  Camelian  Way 

San  Francisco,  CA  94131 


Don  Manning 
Caltrans 

325  San  Bruno  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Salimah  As-Sabur 

Caltrans 

P.O.  Box  23660 

Oakland,  CA  94623-0660 


Colin  Jones 
Caltrans 

840  Brannan  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Jay  Jay  Vega 
Caltrans  District  4 
P.O.  Box  23660 
Oakland,  CA  94623-0660 


JoAnn  Cullom 
Caltrans  District  4 
P.O.  Box23660 
Oakland,  CA  94623-0660 


Nancy  Knofler 
Caltrans  District  4 
Transportation  Branch 
P.O.  Box  23660 
Oakland,  CA  94623-0660 


Maria  Cresci 
Caltrans  Right  Of  Way 
P.O.  Box  23440 
Oakland,  CA  94623 


Rudy  Nothenberg 
Chief  Administrative  Officer 
City  Hall,  Room  289 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


James  T.  Beall,  Jr. 
City  Council,  San  Jose 
801  No.  First  Street 
San  Jose,  CA95110 


Robert  T.  Schroder 
Contra  Costa  Bd.  Of  Sup. 
510  LaGonda  Way 
Danville,  CA  94526 


Robert  M.  Quad 
Department  Of  Public  Works 
City  Hall,  Room363 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Rana  Ahmadi 

Dept.  Of  City  Planning 

450  McAllister  Street,  4th  Fl. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Pedro  Arce 

Dept.  Of  City  Planning 
450  Mc  Allister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Paul  Maltzer 
Dept.  Of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Sharon  D.  Rogers 
Dept.  Of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Steve  Shetland 
Dept.  Of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Bill  Wycko 

Dept.  Of  City  Planning 
450  Mc  Allister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Hillary  Gitelman 
Dept.  Of  City  Planning,  OER 
450  McAllister  Street,  6th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Barbara  Sahm 

Dept.  Of  City  Planning,  OER 
450  McAllister  Street,  5th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Lisbet  Engberg 
Dept.  Of  Parking  &  Traffic 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  #410 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Jack  Fleck 

Dept.  Of  Parking  &  Traffic 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  #345 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Lea  Kranci 

Dept.  Of  Parking  &  Traffic 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


John  Molinari 
Dept.  Of  Parking  &  Traffic 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  #880 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


AITom 

Dept.  Of  Parking  &  Traffic 
25  Van  Ness  Ave.  #345 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Peter  Woo 

Dept.  Of  Parking  &  Traffic 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Tom  Benjamin 
Dept.  Of  Public  Works 
1680  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Jim  Cheng 

Dept.  Of  Public  Works 

1680  Mission  Street,  4th  Fir 

San  Francisco,  CALIFORNIA  94103 


Joe  Cheung 

Dept.  of  Public  Works 

1550  Evans  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


John  Cribbs,  Director 
Dept.  Of  Public  Works 
City  Hall,  Room  260 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Peg  Divine 

Dept.  Of  Public  Works 
1550  Evans  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Jasmine  Kaw 
Dept.  Of  Public  Works 
1680  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Martha  Ketterer 
Dept.  Of  Public  Works 
1680  Mission  Street,  2nd  Fir 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Sara  Pickus 
Dept.  Of  Public  Works 
1680  Mission  Street,  4th  Fir 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Edgar  Poma 

Dept.  Of  Public  Works 

1550  Evans  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


John  Pons 

Dept.  Of  Public  Works 
1550  Evans  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Patrick  Rivera 
Dept.  Of  Public  Works 
1680  Mission  Street,  3rd  Fir 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


John  Thomas 

Dept.  Of  Public  Works 

1680  Mission  Street  -  3rd  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Vitaly  Troyan 
Dept.  Of  Public  Works 
1680  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


E.M.  Wood 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

211  Main  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Katiann  Wong-Murillo 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

21 1  Main  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


James  Kenna 

Federal  Transit  Administration 
21 1  Main  Street  -  Room  1 160 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Hymie  Luden 

Federal  Transit  Administration 
211  Main  Street,  Suite  1160 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Henry  Nejako 

Federal  Transit  Administration 
211  Main  Street,  Rm.  1160 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Stuart  Taylor 

Federal  Transit  Administration 
21 1  Main  Street,  #1160 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Carney  Campion 
Golden  Gate  Bridge  HTD 
P.O.  Box  9000,  Presidio  Station 
Toll  Plaza 

San  Francisco,  CA  94129-0601 


Susan  Chiaroni 
Golden  Gate  Bridge  HTD 
Box  9000,  Presidio  Station 
San  Francisco,  CA  94129 


Mary  Currie 

Golden  Gate  Bridge  HTD 
Box  9000,  Presidio  Station 
San  Francisco,  CA  94129 


O.  Roberts,  Jr. 
Golden  Gate  Bridge  HTD 
Box  9000,  Presidio  Station 
San  Francisco,  CA  94129 


O.  Roberts,  Jr. 

Golden  Gate  Bridge  HTD 

101 1  Anderson  Drive 

P.O.  Box  3474 

San  Rafael,  CA  94902 


Hon.  Roberta  Achtenberg 
Housing  &  Urban  Development 
451  Seventh  Street:  SW,  #5100 
Washington,  DC  20410 


Art  Agnos 

HUD  Region  IX 

450  Golden  Gate  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Gordon  H.  McKay 

HUD  Region  IX 

450  Golden  Gate  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-3448 


Hon  Frank  Jordan 

MAYOR  OF  SAN  FFIANCISCO 

200  City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Dave  Karp 

Mayor,  City  Of  San  Leandro 

Civic  Center 

835  E.  14th  Street 

San  Leandro,  CA  94577 


James  Spering 
Mayor,  Suisun  City 
501  Kings  Way 
Suisun  City,  CA  94585 


Jane  Baker 

METROPOUTAN  TRANSP.  COMM. 
San  Mateo  City  Hall 
330  W.  20th  Avenue 
San  Mateo,  CA  94403 


Larry  Dahms 

METROPOUTAN  TRANSP.  COMM. 
101  Eighth  Street 
Oakland,  CA  94607-4700 


Pete  Foppiano 

METROPOUTAN  TRANSP.  COMM. 
340  Fuchsia  Way 
Healdsburg,  CA  95448 


Rubin  Glickman 

METROPOUTAN  TRANSP.  COMM. 
1550  Bryant  Street  -  #600 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Steve  Heminger 

METROPOUTAN  TRANSP.  COMM. 
Legislation  And  Public  Affairs 
101  Eighth  Street 
Oakland,  CA  94607-4700 


Doug  Kimsey 

METROPOUTAN  TRANSP.  COMM. 
101  Eighth  Street 
Oakland,  CA  94607-4700 


Sara  MacCusik 

METROPOUTAN  TRANSP.  COMM. 
101  Eighth  Street 
Oakland,  CA  94607-4700 


David  Murray 

METROPOUTAN  TRANSP.  COMM. 
101  Eighth  Street 
Oakland,  CA  94607-4700 


Steve  Weir 

METROPOUTAN  TRANSP.  COMM. 
County  Clerk 
1837  Scott  Road 
Concord,  CA  94519 


Ms.  Kristina  Younger 
METROPOUTAN  TRANSP.  COMM. 
101  Eighth  Street 
Oakland,  CA  94607-4700 


Phil  Chin 
MUNI 

949  Presidio 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Michael  Cronbach 
MUNI 

949  Presidio  Avenue,  Rm  204 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Sam  Garcia 
MUNI 

2500  Mariposa,  Room  7 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Ron  Niewiarowski 
MUNI 

949  Presidio,  Room  241 -A 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Johnny  Stein 
MUNI 

949  Presidio,  Room  217 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Gordon  Smith 

MUNI  Community  Affairs  Officer 
949  Presidio 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Hannah  Silverman 

MUNI  Public  Information  Office 

949  Presidio 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Sue  Olive 

MUNI  Service  Planning 

949  Presidio,  #204 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Peter  Straus 

MUNI  Service  Planning 

949  Presidio 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Wil  Taylor 
MUNI/PUC 

425  Mason  Street,  7th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Fred  Negri 

Napa  Co.  Bd.  Of  Sup. 
2462  Balfour  Court 
Napa,  CA  94558 


Eila  Arbuckle 
Office  Of  The  Mayor 
City  Hall,  Room  200 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Ted  Dientsfrey 
Office  Of  The  Mayor 
Room  200,  City  Hall 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


James  Fang 
Office  Of  The  Mayor 
City  Hall,  Room  200 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


James  Lazarus 
Office  Of  The  Mayor 
Room  200,  Ciuty  Hall 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Stuart  Sunshine 
Office  Of  The  Mayor 
City  Hall  -  Room  200 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Jim  Wunderman 
Office  of  the  Mayor 
Room  200,  City  Hall 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
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Michael  E.  Hardeman 

PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  Hall,  Room  287 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


James  D.  Jefferson 

PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  Hall,  Room  287 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Hans  Loffeld 

PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

414  Mason  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Victor  G.  Makras 

PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
City  Hall,  Room  287 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


John  Mullane 

PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
425  Mason  Street  -  4th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Chuck  Richardson 
PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
1 155  Market  Street  -  8th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Mike  Shneider 

PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
1 10  McAllister  -  Room  405 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Jill  Thompson 

PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  Hall,  Roo287 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Michelle  Witt 

PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
425  Mason  -  7th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Kay  Yu 

PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

Rom  287,  City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Dick  Rodrigues 
Real  Estate  Department 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  #400  . 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Edwin  Lee 

S.F.  Human  Rights  Commission 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  8th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Estelle  Crawford 
S.F.  Redevelopment  Agency 
770  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Helen  Sause 

S.F.  Redevelopment  Agency 
770  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


"Merrill  R.  Cohn,  P.E. 
SAMTRANS 

1 250  San  Carlos  Avenue 

P.  O.  Box  3006 

San  Carlos,  CA  94070-1306 


Howard  Goode 
SAMTRANS 

1 250  San  Carlos  Avenue 

P.O.  Box  3006 

San  Carlos,  CA  94070-1306 


Gerald  Haugh 

SAMTRANS 

P.  O.  Box  3006 

San  Carlos,  CA  94070 


Ben  Mahabir 

SAMTRANS 

301  No.  Access  Road 

South  San  Francisco,  CA  94083 


Caria  Silva  Hon.  Susan  Hammer  Rod  Diridon 

SAMTRANS  San  Jose  Santa  Clara  Co.  Bd.  Of  Sup. 

301  No.  Access  Road  City  Hall  70  West  Hedding  Street 

P.O.  Box  2727  801  No.  First  Street,  #600  San  Jose,  CA  951 10 

So.  San  Francisco,  CA  94083-2727  San  Jose,  CA  951 10 


Dianne  McKenna  Larry  Reuter  Nancy  Bechtle 

Santa  Clara  Co.  Bd.  Of  Sup.  Santa  Clara  Co.  Transport.  Agency  SF  ARTS  COMMISSION 

70  West  Hedding  Street  1 555  Berger  Drive  3560  Washington  Street 

San  Jose,  CA  94526  San  Jose,  CA  951 12  San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


Aristides  Demetrios 
SF  ARTS  COMMISSION 
383  Lombard  Street,  #403 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Anne  Healy 

SF  ARTS  COMMISSION 

2753  -  22nd  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94410 


Alonzo  King 

SF  ARTS  COMMISSION 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Willis  Kirk 

SF  ARTS  COMMISSION 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


John  Kriken 
SF  Arts  Commission 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Robert  LaRocca 
SF  Arts  Commission 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Howard  Lazar 

SF  Arts  Commission 

Street  Art  Program 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  #240 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Genny  Lim 
SF  Arts  Commission 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Ms.  Jill  Manton 

SF  Arts  Commission 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  #240 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Dodie  Rosekrans 

SF  ARTS  COMMISSION 

2840  Broadway 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Terri  Simon 

SF  ARTS  COMMISSION 
2899  Vallejo  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Joanne  Chow  Winship 
SF  Arts  Commission 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  #240 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Lisa  Zenni 

SF  ARTS  COMMISSION 
Theater  Bay  Area 
657  Mission  Street,  Ste  402 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Hon.  Doris  Ward 
SF  ASSESSOR 
Room  101,  City  Hall 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Carlota  del  Portillo 
SF  Board  of  Education 
135  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Angie  Fa 

SF  Board  Of  Education 
135  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Steven  Phillips 
SF  Board  Of  Education 
135  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Jill  Wynns 

SF  Board  of  Education 
135  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Leiand  Yee 

SF  Board  Of  Education 
135  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Hon.  Angela  Alioto 

SF  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 

235  City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Hon.  Sue  Bierman 

SF  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 

Room  235,  City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Hon.  Annemarie  Conroy 

SF  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 

235  City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Hon.  Terence  Hallinan 

SF  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 

235  City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Hon.  Tom  Hsieh 

SF  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 
235  City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Hon.  Barbara  Kaufman 

SF  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 

Room  235,  City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Hon.  Willie  B.  Kennedy 

SF  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 

235  City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Hon.  Susan  Leal 

SF  Board  Of  Supervisors 

235  City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Hon.  Bill  Maher 

SF  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 
235  City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Hon.  Carole  Migden 

SF  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 

235  City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Hon.  Kevin  F.  Shelley 

SF  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 

235  City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


John  Taylor 

SF  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 
235  City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Hon.  Louise  Renne 
SF  City  Attorney 
206  City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


William  P.  Marquis,  Ph.D. 
SF  Community  College 
P.  O.  Box  24245 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Lu  Blaze] 

SFDept.  Of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street,  6th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Linda  D.  Avery 

SF  Dept.  Of  City  Planning 

450  McAllister  Street  -  6th  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Frank  F.  Fung 
SF  Dept.  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  St  -  6th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Eva  Liebermann 
SF  Dept.  Of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister,  4th  Fir 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Susan  E.  Lowenberg 
SF  Dept.  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street  -  6th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Robert  W.  Passmore 
SF  Dept.  Of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street  -  5th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Sidney  R.  Unobskey 
SF  Dept.  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street  -  6th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Jack  Fleck 

SF  Dept.  Of  Parking  &  Traffic 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


John  Newlin 

SF  Dept.  of  Parking  &  Traffic 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  #880 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Peter  Tannen 

SF  Dept.  Of  Parking  &  Traffic 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Ste.  345 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Hon.  Arlo  Smith 
SF  DISTRICT  ATTORNEY 
880  Bryant  Street  -  #325 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Thomas  Ng 
SF  Fire  Commission 
260  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Chief  Joseph  Medina 
SF  Fire  Department 
260  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Lucille  Abrahamson 

SF  Human  Rights  Commission 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Mary  Gomez  Daddio 

SF  Human  Rights  Commission 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Gloria  R.  Davis 

SF  Human  Rights  Commission 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Katheryn  Fong 

SF  Human  Rights  Commission 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Sharon  Gadberry 

SF  Human  Rights  Commission 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


May  P.  Jaber 

SF  Human  Rights  Commission 
2455  -  34th  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 16 


Karen  N.  Kai 

SF  Human  Rights  Commission 

159  Beaver  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Jeanette  Gandionco  Lazam 
SF  Human  Rights  Commission 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


James  Haskelll  Mayo,  II 
SF  Human  Rights  Commission 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Resa  Peay-Wainwright 
SF  Human  Rights  Commission 
25  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Lawrence  Wong 

SF  Human  Rights  Commission 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Hon.  Jeff  Brown 
SF  PUBLIC  DEFENDER 
555  Seventh  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Sidney  Chan 

SF  REC  AND  PARK  COMMISSION 

McLaren  Lodge 

Golden  Gate  Park 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 7 


Bella  Farrow 

SF  REC  AND  PARK  COMMISSION 

McLaren  Lodge 

Golden  Gate  Park 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Jack  Immendorf 

SF  REC  and  PARK  COMMISSION 

McLaren  Lodge 

Golden  Gate  Park 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Santiago  Ruiz 

SF  REC  AND  PARK  COMMISSION 

McLaren  Lodge 

Golden  Gate  Park 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Sue  Sommer 

SF  REC  AND  PARK  COMMISSION 

McLaren  Lodge 

Golden  Gate  Park 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


David  Anderson 

SF  Recreation  &  Park  Dept. 

McLaren  Lodge 

Golden  Gate  Park 

San  Francisco,  CA  9411 7 


Mary  E.  Burns 

SF  Recreation  &  Park  Dept. 

McLaren  Lodge 

Golden  Gate  Park 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Ron  DeLeon 

SF  Recreation  &  Park  Dept. 

McLaren  Lodge 

Golden  Gate  Park 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 7 
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Joel  Robinson 

SF  Recreation  &  Park  Dept. 
McLaren  Lodge 
Golden  Gate  Park 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 7 


Joanne  Wilson 

SF  Recreation  &  Park  Dept. 

McLaren  Lodge 

Golden  Gate  Park 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Phil  W.  Arnold 

SF  Recreation  &  Park  Dept.. 

McLaren  Lodge 

Golden  Gate  Park 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Barbara  Amato 
SF  Redevelopment  Agency 
770  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francvisco,  CA  94102 


Thomas  Conrad 
SF  Redevelopment  Agency 
770  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


James  Couba 

SF  Redevelopment  Agency 
770  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Bob  Gamble 

SF  Redevelopment  Agency 
770  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Bob  Isaacson 

SF  Redevelopment  Agency 
770  Gokden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Michae  I  Kaplan 

SF  Redevelopment  Agency 

770  Golden  Gate  Avenue  -  3rd  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Leroy  King 

SF  Redevelopment  Agency 
770  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Gary  Kitahata 
SF  Redevelopment  Agency 
770  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Darby  Kremers 
SF  Redevelopment  Agency 
770  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Thomas  Ma 

SF  Redevelopment  Agency 
770  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Jerry  O'Brien 

SF  Redevelopment  Agency 
770  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
SAan  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Edmund  Ong 

SF  Redevelopment  Agency 
770  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Cynthia  Choy  Ong 
SF  Redevelopment  Agency 
770  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Manuel  Resales 
SF  Redevelopment  Agency 
770  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Kent  Sims 

SF  Redevelopment  Agency 
770  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Franciasco,  CA  94102 


Clarence  Stern 
SF  Redevelopment  Agency 
770  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Gene  Suttle 

SF  Redevelopment  Agency 
770  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Leslie  Tang-Schilling 
SF  Redevelopment  Agency 
770  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Steve  Ritchie 
SF  Region  WQC8 
2101  Webster  Street,  #500 
Oakland,  CA  94612 


Hon.  Thad  Brown 
SF  TAX  COLLECTOR 
Room  107,  City  Hall 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Cannen  C.  Clark 
SF  Transportation  Authority 
100  Van  Ness,  25th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Andrew  Nash 

SF  Transportation  Authority 
2051  Scott  Street,  #302 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Mariko  Sandberg  Braham 
SF  Transportation  Authority 
100  Van  Ness,  25th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Pamela  Y.  Granger 
SF  Transportation  Authority 
100  Van  Ness,  25th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Brigid  Hynes-Cherin 
SF  Transportation  Authority 
100  Van  Ness,  25th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Barbara  Elias-Baker 
SF  Transportation  Authority  CAC 
145  Guerrero  Street  #312 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Patricia  Fink 

SF  Transportation  Authority  CAC 
1136  Cole  Street,  Apt.  B 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 7 
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Rick  Laubscher 

SF  Transportation  Authority  CAC 

3676  -  21  St  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Enid  Ng  Lim 

SF  Transportation  Authority  CAC 

1525  Grant  Ave. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Harold  McCoy 

SF  Transportation  Authority  CAC 

P.O.  Box  24505 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Rogelio  Ruiz 

SF  Transportation  Authority  CAC 
886  Guerrero  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Shelley  Elvira  Salieri 
SF  Transportation  Authority  CAC 
808  Leavenworth  Street,  #202 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109-6172 


Kevin  McCarthy 

SF  Transportation  Authority,  CAC 

4430  -  20th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Hon.  Mary  Callanan 
SF TREASURER 
Room  110,  City  Hall 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Waldemar  Rojas 
SF  Unified  School  District 
135  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco.  CA  94102 


Lily  Cuneo 
SFMRIC 

3819  Jackson  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 18 


James  J.  Ludwig 
SFMRIC 

66  Montclair  Terrace 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Joseph  C.  Ozan 
SFMRIC 

4667  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Charles  J.  Scolin 
SFMRIC 

370  Castenada  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 16 


Walter  J.  SpaeIti 
SFMRIC 

1535  -  40th  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Hon.  Michael  Hennessey 
SHERIFF 

Room  333,  City  Hall 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Kathryn  Gualtieri 

State  Historic  Preservation  Office 
1416  Ninth  Street,  #14 
Sacramento,,  CA  95814 


Lawrence  B.  Martin 
Transport  Workers'  Union 
1426  Filmore  Street,  #302 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


William  P.  Duplissea 
U.S.  Dept.  Of  Transp. 
P.  O.  Box  1332 
San  Carlos,  CA  94070 


Lt.  Col.  Leonard  Cardozo 
U.S.  Army  Corps  Of  Engineers 
21 1  Main  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Daniel  McGovern 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection 

Agency 

75  Hawthorne  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Wayne  S.  White 
U.S.  Fish  &  Wildlife  Service 
2800  Cottage  Way 
Sacramento,  CA  95825 


Senator  Barbara  Boxer 

U.S.  Senate 

Attn:  Rob  Alexander 

1700  Montgomery  Street,  #240 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Senator  Dianne  Feinstein 
U.S.  Senate 

1700  Montgomery  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Anson  Moran 

Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
1 155  Market  Street  -  4th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


William  Neilson 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
1155  Market  Street,  4th  Floor 
San  Francisco.  CA  94103 


Flint  Nelson 

Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
1155  Market  Street,  5th  Fir 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Kambiz  Shadan 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
1155  Market  St.,  5th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


David  Sutter 

Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
1 1 55  Market  Street,  4th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Dennis  Tsai 

Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
1155  Market  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Karen  Kunze 
Vice-Mayor,  Larkspur 
P.  O.  Box  841 
Larkspur,  CA  94977 


Emilio  Cruz 

Waterfront  Transportation  Projects 
City  Hall  -  Room  289 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
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Rebecca  Kohlstrand 
Waterfront  Transportation  Projects 
Room  289,  City  Hall 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


James  O'Donovan 

Waterfront  Transportation  Projects 

Room  289,  City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Sharyn  Saslafsi<y 

Waterfront  Transportation  Projects 

City  Hall,  Room  289 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Leonard  Tom 

Waterfront  Transportation  Projects 

City  Hall,  Room  289 

San  Francisco,,  CALIFORNIA  94102 


Deborah  Walters 

Waterfront  Transportation  Projects 
Room  289,  City  Hall 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
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AAA     MEDIA  LIST 


Editor 

Asian  Business  News 
5150  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94112 


ASIAN  WEEK 

809  Sacramento  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Gerald  Lim 

ASIAN  WEEK 

809  Sacramento  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Associated  Press 

The  Fox  Plaza 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Bay  Area  Reporter 

395  Ninth  Street 

San  Francisco,,  C A  94103 


Eve  Mitchell 
Bay  City  News  Service 
401  Marshall  Street 
Fledwood  City,  CA  94063 


Kim  Corsaro 

BAY  TIMES 

288  Seventh  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


BERNAL  JOURNAL 

P.  O.  Box  425947 

San  Francisco,  CA  94142-5947 


Cal.  Newspaper  Publishers  Assn. 

657  Mission  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


China  Weekly  News 
620  Washington  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


M.K.  Lee 

Chinese  Times 

686  Sacramento  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Brian  Halton,  Editor 

City  Bike 

323  Tenth  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Daily  Pacific  Builder 

221  Main  Street,  8th  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


DAILY  REVIEW 

116  West  Wirton  Avenue 

Hayward,  CA  94544 


EL  BOHEMIO  NEWS 

3133  -  22nd  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


El  Mensajero 

385  Eighth  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


ELMUNDO 
630  -  20th  Street 
Oakland,  CA  94612 


El  Tecolote 

2017  Mission  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Carol  Taylor,  Ed. 

Excel  News 

509  Naples  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 12 


Filipinas  Magazine 

5222  Diamond  Heights  Blvd. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94127 


Editor 

Geneva-Mission  Business  Asian  News 
5150  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 12 


Grapevine/Visitacion  Valley 
50  Raymond  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94134 


Haight-Ashbury  News 

409  Clayton  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 17 


Hellenic  Journal 
200  Valley  Drive 
Brisbane,  CA  94005 


HOKUBEI  MAINICHI 

1 746  Post  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94115 


Irish  Herald 

2123  Market  Street 

San  Francisco.  CA  941 14 


Editor 

Jewish  Bulletin 
88  First  Street  #300 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Journal  Francais  D'Amerique 

1051  Divisadero 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Journal  Of  Commerce 
351  California  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


(:-8i 


Korea  Times 

P.O.  Box  77250 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Korea  Times  &  Hankook  II  Bo 

679  Bryant  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


L'ltalo  Americano 
678  Green  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Marina  Times 

1674  Lombard  Street 

San  Francisco,,  CA  94123 


Metro  Reporter  Group 

1366  Turk  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Mission  Life 

1201  Evans  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Networker  Newspaper 
699  Eighth  Street,  #103 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Mary  Ratcliff 

New  Bayview  Newspaper 

4401  3rd  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


New  Bemal  Journal 
515  Cortland  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


New  Fillmore  Newspaper 
2443  Fillmore,  Ste.  343 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Newcomer  News 

775  Commercial  Street  #A 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Harvey  Tram 
Newcomer  News 
775A  Commercial  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


NICHI  BEI  TIMES  " 
2211  Bush  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


Nob  Hill  Gazette 

Suite  222,  5  Third  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Noe  Valley  Voice 
1021  Sanchez  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 14 


Northern  Calif.  Jewish  Bulletin 
88  First  Street,  Suite  300 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


OAKLAND  TRIBUNE 
66  Jack  London  Square 
Oakland,  CA  94607 


Pearl  Stewart,  Ed. 
Oakland  Tribune 
66  Jack  London  Square 
Oakland.  CA  94607 


ON  San  Francisco 

1850  Union  Street,  #1333 

San  Francisco,  CA  94123 


Panorama  Russian  News 

P.O.  Box  590920 

San  Francisco,  CA  94159 


People's  Daily  News 

209  Post  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


PHILIPPINE  NEWS 

148  South  Spruce  Avenue 

So.  San  Francisco,  CA  94080 


Ruth  Passen 
POTRERO  VIEW 
953  DeHaro  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Recorder 

625  Polk  Street,  Suite  500 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Richmond  Review 
P.O.  Box  590596 
San  Francisco,  CA  94159 


Russian  Life  Daily 
2460  Sutter  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 15 


S.  F.  Banner  Daily  Journal 
1390  Market  Street,  #910 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Alan  Kay 

S.  F  BAY  GUARDIAN 

2700  -  19th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Tim  Redmond 

S.  F.  BAY  GUARDIAN 

2700  -  1 9th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Mornson  Shafroth 

S.  F  Business  Magazine 

562  -  35th  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94121 
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S.  F.  BUSINESS  MAGAZINE 
465  California  Street,  9th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104 


S.  F.  CHRONICLE 
901  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


John  King 

S.  F.  Chronicle 

901  Mission  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Kevin  Leary 

S.  F.  CHRONICLE 

901  Mission  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Carl  Nolte 

S.  F.  CHRONICLE 

901  Mission  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Allien  Temko 

S.  F.  CHRONICLE 

901  Mission  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


S.  F.  Examiner 

110  -  5th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Gerald  Adams 

S.  F.  EXAMINER 

110  -  5th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Gregory  E.  Brock 

S.  F.  EXAMINER 

110  -  5th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


James  A.  Finefrock 

S.  F.  EXAMINER 

110  -  5th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


John  Rinn 

S.  F.  EXAMINER 

110-  5th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Walt  Gibbs 

S.  F.  EXAMINER 

110  -  5th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Don  Lattin 

S.  F.  EXAMINER 

110  -  5th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Frank  Mc  Culloch 

S.  F.  EXAMINER 

110  -  5th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Margot  Patterson  Doss 

S.  F,  EXAMINER 

110  -  5th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Paul  Wilner 

S.  F.  EXAMINER 

110  -  5th  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Susan  Herbert 

S.  F.  INDEPENDENT 

1201  Evans  Ave. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Dennis  Morin 
S.  F.  INDEPENDENT 
1201  Evans  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


John  Moses 
S.  F.  INDEPENDENT 
1201  Evans  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Linda  Wilcox 
S.  F.  INDEPENDENT 
1201  Evans  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Tim  Taylor 

S.  F.  SENTINEL 

285  Shipley  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941071010 


Chris  Borris 

S.  F.  Weekly 

425  Brannan  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


George  Cothran 

S.  F.  Weekly 

425  Brannan  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Marcelo  Rodriguez 
S.  F  Weekly 
425  Brannan  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


San  Francisco  Beacon 

165  Eleventh  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103-2534 


San  Francisco  Daily  Journal 
1390  Market  Street,#1210 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Leslie  Harlib 

San  Francisco  Downtown 

215  Leidesdorff 

San  Francisco.  CA  941 1 1 


Gordon  Reynolds 

San  Francisco  Downtown 

215  Leidesdorff 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


SAN  FRANCISCO  FOCUS 

2601  Mariposa 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Kai-Ping  Liu 

Sing  Tao  Daily 

215  Littlefield  Avenue 

South  San  Francisco,  CA  94080 


Gerald  W.  Johnson 
Small  Business  Exchange 
926  Natoma  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


John  Bizzell 
SOMA  (Trostler  Bizzell) 
2  Town  send  Street,  #1-403 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


SUN  REPORTER 
1366  Turk  Street 
San  Franasco,  CA  941 15 


Sunset  Beacon 
P.O.  Box  22427 
San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Tenderloin  Times 

288  Turk  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


The  Post 

630  -  20th  Street 

Oakland,  CA  94612 


Tiempo  Latino 

965  Mission  Street,  #450 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


UP! 

United  Press  International 

451  Hayes  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 7 


World  Journal,  Inc. 
231  Adrian  Road 
Millbrae,  CA  94030 
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Jeanne  Lum 
K-101  FM 

700  Montgomery  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


K-101  FM  RADIO 

700  Montgomery  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


KABL  RADIO 
1025  Battery  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 11 


KBLX  RADIO 
601  Ashby  Avenue 
Berkeley,  CA  94710 


Chris  Cutter 

KCBS  740  AM 

One  Embarcadero  Center 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


KCBS  RADIO 

One  Embarcadero  Center 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 11 


KCBS  RADIO 

One  Embarcadero  Center 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


KDIA  RADIO 
100  Swan  Way 
Oakland,  CA  94621 


KDIA  RADIO 
100  Swan  Way 
Oakland,  CA  94621 


KFOG-FM  RADIO 
55  Hawthorne  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


KFOG-FM  RADIO 
55  Hawthorne  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


KFRC  RADIO 

500  Washington  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


KFRC  RADIO 

500  Washington  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


KGO  RADIO 

900  Front  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ray  Taliaferro 
KGO  RADIO/TV 
900  Front  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


KNBR  RADIO 

1 700  Montgomery  Street,#400 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Gimmy  Park  Li 
KNBR  Radio 
1 700  Montgomery  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


KPFA  RADIO 

1929  Martin  Luther  King 

Berkeley,  CA  94704 


KPOO-FM 

P.  O.  Box  11008 

San  Francisco,  CA  94101 


KPOO-FM  RADIO 

P.  O.  Box  11008 

San  Francisco,  CA  94101 


KQED-FM  RADIO 

2601  Manposa 

San  Francisco,  CA  94110 


KQED-FM  RADIO 

2601  Mariposa 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


KSAN  RADIO 
P.  O.  Box  7448 

San  Francisco,  CA  94120-7448 


KSAN  RADIO 
P.  O.  Box  7448 

San  Francisco,  CA  94120-7448 


KSFO  RADIO 

300  Broadway  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


KSFO  RADIO 

300  Broadway  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 
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Channel  54 

100  Skyport 

San  Jose.  CA95110 


KBHK-TV  CHANNEL  44 

650  California  Street,  7th  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


Juana  Samayoa 
KBHK-TV  CHANNEL  44 
650  California  Street,  7th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94108-2702 


KDTV  CHANNEL  14 
2200  Palou  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


KDTV  CHANNEL  14 
2200  Palou  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Paola  Laverde 
KDTV  Channel  14 
2200  Palou  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Rose  Guilbault 

KGO-TV 

900  Front  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


KGO-TV  CHANNEL  7 

900  Front  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


KGO-TV  CHANNEL  7 

900  Front  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


KOFY-TV  CHANNEL  20 
2500  Marin 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Barbara  Rogers 
KPIX-TV 

855  Battery  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Jeffery  Schaub 
KPIX-TV 

855  Battery  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


KPIX-TV  CHANNEL  5 

855  Battery  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


KPIX-TV  CHANNEL  5 

855  Battery  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


KQED-TV  CHANNEL  9 

2601  lulariposa 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


KQED-TV  CHANNEL  9 

2601  Mariposa 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


KQED-TV  CHANNEL  9 

2601  Manposa 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


Rita  Cohen 
KRON-TV 

492  Ninth  Street,  Ste  260 
Oakland,  CA  94607 


KRON-TV  CHANNEL  4 
1001  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


KRON-TV  CHANNEL  4 
1001  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


KRON-TV  CHANNEL  4 
1001  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Belva  Davis 
KRON-TV  CHANNEL  4 
1001  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Mei-Ling  Tse/Cheryl  Tsui 
KTSF-TV  Channel  26 
100  Valley  Drive 
Brisbane,  CA  94005 


KTVU-TV  CHANNEL  2 
2  Jack  London  Square 
Oakland,  CA  94607 


KTVU-TV  CHANNEL  2 
2  Jack  London  Square 
Oakland,  CA  94607 


Ian  Zellick 

KTVU-TV  CHANNEL  2 
2  Jack  London  Square 
Oakland,  CA  94607 


C  86 


John  Evans 
K-101 

700  Montgomery 

San  Francisco,  CA  94111 


Craig  Ashwood 
KABL 

1025  Battery  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


KCBS  Metro  Traffic 

One  Embarcadero  Center,  #3200 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Dred  Scott 

KDBK/KDBQ 

642  Harrison  Street  #400 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


KDFC 

2822  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


KEST 

185  Berry  Street,  #6500 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107-1728 


Marshal  Phillips 

KFOG/KNBR 

55  Hawthorne,  Roor  1 1 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


KFRC  Metro  Traffic 
500  Washington  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Ken  Beck 
KGO 

900  Front  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Luis  Quintanilla 
KIQI  (Spanish) 
2601  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


KKHI 

335  Powell  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Dave  McQueen 
KKSF 

77  Maiden  Lane 

San  Francisco,  CA  94108 


KMEL  Metro  Traffic 
55  Francisco  Street  #40 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Raquel  Lomeli 
KNBR/KFOG  Metro  Traffic 
55  Hawthorne,  Roor  1 1 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


KNEW/KSAN  Metro  Traffic 
750  Battery  Street  #200 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


KOFY 

2500  Marine  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94124 


Raul  Ramirez 
KQED  FM  Metro  Traffic 
2601  Mariposa  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 10 


KRQR  Metro  Traffic 

One  Embarcadero  Center,  #3200 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Dave  Henderson/  Marilyn  Sandifur  Joe  McConnel 

KSFO/KYA  Metro  Traffic 

300  Broadway  185  Berry  Street,  #5503 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133  San  Francisco,  CA  94107 
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Beverly  Mann 

875LaPlaya#176 

San  Francisco,  CA  94121 


Dennis  Conaghan 
Embarcadero  Center 
4  Embarcadero  Center  #2600 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Debbie  Kilday 
Friends  Of  The  Port 
Pier  45,  Shed  A 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Al  Baccarri 
FWMA 

1873  Market  Street  #3 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Philip  Rauscher 

Gabbiano's 

1  Ferry  Plaza 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Sharon  Combs 
Grants  for  the  Arts 
Room  289,  City  Hall 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Carter  Strauch 
Harbor  f\/laster 

South  Beach  Harbor,  Pier  39 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Maria  Fink/  Cathy  Jarvis 
Homblower  Yachts 
Pier  3,  Ferryboat  Santa  Rosa 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Jana  Sheldon 

National  Maritime  Museum  Assn. 
Building  275,  Crissy  Field 
San  Francisco,  CA  94129 


Andrea  Cook 
Nestle  Beverage  Co. 
345  Spear  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Melissa  Ignacio 
Nestle  Beverage  Co. 
345  Spear  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Susan  Fey 
Olive  Oils 
Pier  50 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Alicia  Vargas 
Pier  39 

P.O.  Box  193730 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 19 


Kirk  Bennett 
Port  Of  San  Francisco 
3100  Ferry  Building 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Gretchen  Grover 
Port  Of  San  Francisco 
3100  Ferry  Building 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Mark  Lozovoy 
Port  Of  San  Francisco 
3100  Ferry  Building 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Karen  Sario 
Port  Of  San  Francisco 
3100  Ferry  Building 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Denise  Turner 
Port  Of  San  Francisco 
3100  Ferry  Building 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Michael  Gallette 
PTA/Festa  Italiana 
Pier  45,  Shed  A 
San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Terry  Koenig 
Red  &  White  Fleet 
Pier  41 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Shirley  Kohlwes 
Red  &  White  Fleet 
Pier  41 

San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


Drew  Harper 
Rendezvous  Charters 
Pier  40,  South  Beach  Harbor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Josh  Pryor 
Ruby  Sailing 
1 1 29  Folsom 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Mary  Ann  Bostwick 

Sinbad's 

Pier  2 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Joannie  Robbins 
The  Ramp 

855  Terry  A.  Francois  Blvd. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Sharon  Rooney 
Visitor  &  Convention  Bureau 
201  Third  Street  #900 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Dawn  Stranne 

Visitor  &  Convention  Bureau 
201  Third  Street  #900 
San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Peter  Friend 

Waterfront  Promotional  Events 
1101  The  Embarcadero 
San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 


Al  Falchi 

Waterfront  Restaurant 
Pier  7 

San  Francisco,  C A  941 1 1 


Gary  Fiset 

Waterfront  Restaurant  Promotion 
Pier  7 

San  Francisco,  CA  941 1 1 
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Materials  Distributed  at  2/28/94  Scoping  Meeting 


Instruction  Sheet 
Registration  Card 
•  Workbook 
Comments  Form 
Evaluation  Form 
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REGISTRATION  CARD 
Replacement  Alternatives  for  the  Terminal  Separator  Structure  and 

Embarcadero  Freeway 
Public  Scoping  Meeting  February  28, 1994 


NAME  PHONE. 

MAILING 

ADDRESS  


CITY  ZIP  FAX. 

ORGANIZATION 

REPRESENTED  


PLEASE  CHECK  ALL  THAT  APPLY 
.  I  WISH  TO  SPEAK   I  DO  NOT  WISH  TO  SPEAK. 


,1  AM  SUBMnriNG  A  WRITTEN  STATEMENT. 


 I  DO  NOT  WISH  TO  BE  ON  THE  MAILING  UST. 

I  would  like  to  have  the  following  question(s)  answered. 


PLEASE  PRINT  OR  WRITE  LEGIBLY.  Use  other  side,  if  necessary. 


I 


Public  Scoping  Meeting 
Replacement  Alternatives  for  the  Terminal  Separator  Structure 

and  the  Embarcadero  Freeway 
Monday,  February  28,  1994 


About  the  Materials  You  Have  Received 


1.  REGISTRATION  CARD. 

a.  Please  complete  the  registration  card.  Print  or  write  legibly  and 

answer  all  questions  that  apply. 

b.  Txim  your  card  in  at  the  registration  desk  as  soon  as  possible,  especially 

if  you  wish  to  speak.  The  order  in  which  cards  are  received  is  the 
order  in  which  people  will  be  called. 

c.  If  you  are  submitting  a  written  statement  today,  please  leave  a  copy  of 

your  comments  at  the  registration  desk. 

d.  If  you  plan  to  submit  a  written  statement  after  today,  be  sure  it  reaches 

the  Office  of  Environmental  Review  no  later  than  5:00  p.m.  on 
March  21, 1994. 

e.  Your  name  will  automatically  be  added  to  our  mailing  list  when  you 

submit  a  registration  card.  If  you  do  NOT  wish  to  be  on  our  mailing 
list,  be  sure  to  check  the  appropriate  section  of  the  registration  card. 

f.  If  you  have  a  specific  question  you  want  answered,  please  write  your 

question  on  the  card.  You  may  be  able  to  get  a  quick  response 
diu-ing  the  scoping  meeting.  We  will  do  our  best  to  clarify 
anything  that  is  not  clear. 

2.  SCOPING  WORKBOOK 

The  workbook  contains  information  about  the  background  and  current  status  of 
the  project.  It  also  contains  conceptual  drawings  of  the  alternatives  which  have 
initially  been  identified  for  in-depth  analysis  in  the  EIS/EIR.  Also  included  are  a 
GLOSSARY  OF  TERMS  and  a  list  of  COMMON  ABBREVIATIONS  to  help  you 
understand  some  of  the  technical  language  that  is  used.  You  may  keep  the 
workbook  for  reference. 

3.  EVALUATION  FORM 

We  welcome  your  evaluation  of  this  scoping  meeting.  We  want  to  be  sure  that 
we  have  given  you  clear,  concise  information  that  can  help  you  understand  and 
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assess  the  specific  alternatives,  and  that  we  have  planned  the  meeting  to  be  as 
convenient  as  possible  for  you.  Please  take  a  few  minutes  to  complete  the 
Evaluation  Form.   Return  the  completed  form  to  the  registration  desk  as  you 
leave  the  meeting. 

4.  COMMENTS  FORM 

You  may  not  wish  to  make  public  comments  or  submit  written  testimony  during 
this  scoping  meeting.  However,  as  you  listen  to  the  comments  of  others,  you 
may  wish  to  make  your  concerns  known.  We  have  included  the  "comments" 
form  for  your  use.  Complete  it  before  you  leave  and  return  it  to  the  registration 
desk- 

NOTE:  You  may  take  the  evaluation  and  comments  forms  with 
you,  if  you  wish,  and  return  them,  no  later  than  5:00  p.m.  on 
March  21, 1994  to: 

Waterfront  Transportation  Projects 
Office  of  the  CAO 
Room  289,  City  Hall 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Written  testimony  must  be  submitted  before  5:00  p.m.  on  March  21, 1994  to: 

Barbara  W.  Sahm 
Environmental  Review  Officer 
Department  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


EVALUATION  FORM 

Replacement  Alternatives  for  the  Scoping  Meeting 

TSS  and  Embarcadero  Freeway  February  28, 1994 

We  value  your  opinion  about  this  meeting.   Please  take  a  few  minutes  to  complete  this  form  before  you  leave 
and  turn  it  in  at  the  Registration  Desk.   If  you  prefer  to  mail  it  back,  do  so  before  5:00  p.m.  on  March  21,  1994. 
Mail  to:  Waterfront  Transportation  Projects,  Room  289,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

1.  How  do  you  rate  the  meeting  on  an  overall  basis:  (Circle  the  appropriate  number.) 

5                                4                                 3                                  2  1 
/  /  /  .  ._/__  / 

Excellent  Very  Good  Good  Poor  Very  Poor 

Comments: 


2.  The  level  of  information  was:  Too 

technical 

Comments: 


3.  The  meeting  times  were:        Convenient    Inconvenient   

a.  Which  session  did  you  attend:   Noon  to  2:00  p.m.       _____  5:30  -  7:30  p.m. 

b.  If  the  times  were  inconvenient,  what  time  of  day  would  you  prefer? 

c.  If  the  day  was  inconvenient,  what  day  would  you  prefer? 

4.  The  meeting  location  was:      Convenient    Inconvenient   

Comments: 


5.  Were  the  materials  distributed  helpful?        Yes   No 

Comments: 


5  How  did  you  learn  about  the  meeting?  (Check  all  that  apply) 

a.  Received  notice  b.  Saw  newspaper  c.  Saw  newspaper 

in  mail    article     in   (paper)  ad   in   (paper) 

d.  Organization  e.  Other   

informed 


6.   Do  you  have  any  other  comments?   (Use  other  side,  if  necessary) 


About 
right  . 


Not  technical 
enough   
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COMMENTS  FORM 

Replacement  Alternatives  for  the  Scoping  Meeting 

Terminal  Separator  Structure  February  28,  1994 

and  Embarcadero  Freeway  State  Building 

Return  to:  Waterfront  Transportation  Projects.  Room  289.  City  Hall,  San  Francisco  94102 

NOTE:  Your  comments  are  important  to  the  environmental  reviev^^  process  and  the  preparation  of  the  Environmental 
Impact  Statement/Environmental  Impact  Report..  Please  let  us  know  your  reaction  to  any  aspect  of  the  study.  You  may 
complete  this  form  now  or  you  may  mail  it,  before  5:00  p.m.  on  March  21,  1994,  to  the  address  shown  above.  USE  OTHER 
SIDE  TO  COMPLETE  YOUR  ANSWERS,  IF  NECESSARY. 

NAME  PHONE  

ADDRESS  CITY  ZIP  

ORGANIZATION,  IF  ANY  FAX  


1.  There  are  several  replacement  alternatives  identified  for  possible  evaluation  and  analysis  in  the  EIS/.;EIR. 
a.  Do  you  think  any  of  these  are  NOT  worth  studying?  Please  explain. 


b.  Are  there  other  alternatives  which  should  be  considered?  Please  explain. 


2.  The  EIS/EIR  will  consider  a  number  of  environmental  issues  (as  listed  in  the  material  you  received), 
a.  Do  you  have  any  specific  comments  on  any  of  the  issues  listed? 


b.  Are  there  other  environmental  issues  which  should  be  addressed? 


3.  Have  you  any  other  comments  you  wish  to  share  with  the  study  team? 
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Replacement  Alternatives  for  the  Termmal  Separator  Structure  (TSS) 
and  the  Elevated  Embarcadero  Freeway  


Meeting  Agenda 


Public  Scoping  Meeting 
Monday,  February  28, 1994 
Noon  to  7:30  p.m.  


Room  1194,  State  Building 
455  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco 


I.  Presentation  of  Project  Team 
A.  Introductory  Remarks: 


Emilio  Cruz 

Project  Manager,  Waterfront 
Transportation  Projects 


B.  The  Enviroimiental  Process:  Hillary  Gitelman 

Office  of  Environmental  Review 
Department  of  City  Planning 


II.  Public  Comments 

III.  Closing  Remarks 


Emilio  Cruz 


Note:  There  will  be  two  team  presentations,  one  at  12  Noon  and  the 
other  at  5:30  p.m.  Each  presentation  by  the  Project  team  will 
take  approximately  20  minutes. 

Public  comments  will  immediately  follow  each  team 
presentation.  Speakers  will  be  limited  to  a  three-minute 
oral  statement. 


Written  statements  of  any  length  will  be  accepted  at  any  time 
 between  Noon  and  7:30  p.m.  .   

The  Department  of  City  Planning,  Office  of  Environmental  Review,  will  also 
accept  written  statements  until  5:00  p.m.  on  March  21, 1994.  Comments 
should  be  addressed  to:  Barbara  W.  Sahm,  Environmental  Review  Officer, 
Department  of  City  Planning,  450  McAllister  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
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REPLACEMENT  ALTERNATIVES  FOR  THE  TERMINAL  SEPARATOR 
STRUCTURE  (TSS)  AND  THE  ELEVATED  EMBARCADERO  FREEWAY 

Background 

The  Embarcadero  Freeway  was  originally  planned  as  the  waterfront  segment  of  the 
Interstate  Freeway  to  link  the  Golden  Gate  Bridge  with  1-280  to  the  south.  However, 
the  City  decided  not  to  complete  the  full  Interstate  Freeway,  leaving  the  elevated 
Embarcadero  Freeway  (State  Route  480)  with  its  associated  ramps,  known  as  the 
Terminal  Separator  Structure  (TSS),  to  connect  northeastern  San  Francisco  to  1-80 
eastbound  and  U.S.  101  southbound. 

On  October  17, 1989,  the  Loma  Prieta  Earthquake  struck  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Area. 
As  a  result  of  the  damage  caused  by  the  earthquake,  the  elevated  Embarcadero 
Freeway  and  the  TSS  were  severely  damaged,  declared  unsafe  and  subsequently 
closed  to  public  use. 

Engineering  studies  conducted  by  the  California  Department  of  Transportation 
(Caltrans)  concluded  that  the  cost  of  retrofitting  the  two  structures  approximated  the 
cost  of  demohshing  and  rebuilding  them.  The  freeway  and  TSS  had  provided  direct 
access  between  the  Bay  Bridge,  Highway  101  and  Broadway,  Clay,  Washington,  Main 
and  Beale  Streets  in  northeastern  San  Francisco. 

In  the  Spring  of  1990,  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  endorsed  the  concept 
of  a  surface  or  subsurface  roadway  to  replace  the  elevated  Embarcadero  Freeway. 
City  officials  requested  Caltrans  to  demolish  the  freeway  and  sought  Federal 
Highway  Administration  (FHWA)  repair  funds  to  construct  a  suitable  alternative. 

A  Citizens'  Advisory  Committee  for  the  Embarcadero  Project  (CACEP),  on  which 
more  than  400  people  participated,  was  formed  in  late  1990  by  the  Department  of 
City  Planning  in  cooperation  with  the  Office  of  the  Mayor.  Serving  as  the  primary 
forum  for  community  participation,  the  group  met  over  many  months  with  City 
staff  and  their  consultants,  the  ROMA  Design  Group,  to  discuss  urban  design 
strategies  for  the  mid-Embarcadero  area  of  the  City's  waterfront. 

In  1991  and  1992,  the  elevated  Embarcadero  Freeway,  from  Broadway  to 
approximately  Main  Street  along  the  waterfront,  and  the  Terminal  Separator 
Structure  (TSS)  were  demolished. 
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A  consultant  team,  headed  by  Parsons  Brinckerhoff  Quade  and  Douglas  (PBQ&D), 
was  selected  to  assist  the  City  in  preparing  a  joint  Environmental  Impact 
Statement/Environmental  Impact  Report  (EIS/EIR)  analyzing  proposed 
replacement  alternatives.  On  September  14,  1992,  a  public  meeting  was  held  to 
solicit  comments  on  the  scope  of  the  EIS/EIR. 

In  the  spring  of  1993,  the  ROMA  Design  Group  submitted  the  CACEP  report  to  the 
Planning  Department,  highlighting  three  principal  components  in  implementing 
an  urban  design  strategy  for  the  mid-Embarcadero  area: 

1)  Central  Embarcadero  improvements  incorporating  all  the  vehicular, 
transit,  pedestrian  and  bicycle  programs  associated  with  the  1-280 
Transfer  Concept  Program  of  a  decade  ago  (such  as  the  F-Line  extension 
from  Market  Street  to  Fisherman's  Wharf  and  the  MUNI  Metro 
Extension  and  Turnback)  and  the  Embarcadero  Freeway  replacement 
project; 

2)  City-side  improvements  on  publicly-owned  property  (such  as 
redesign  of  Justin  Herman  Plaza  and  new  public  spaces  within  the 
Washington/Clay  corridor);  and 

3)  Waterside  improvements  (such  as  restoration  of  the  Ferry  Building, 
development  of  the  adjacent  piers  and  the  Agricultural  Building  and 
design  of  open  space  areas. 

In  June  1993,  Caltrans  prepared  to  go  out  to  bid  for  a  single-deck  replacement  facility 
for  the  Terminal  Separator  Structure.  On  August  23,  1993,  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
passed  Resolution  #668-93  requesting  Caltrans  to  cooperate  with  the  City  by 
postponing  reconstruction  of  the  TSS  facility  to  allow  City  staff  to  examine  and 
report  back  to  the  Board,  no  later  than  February  23,  1994,  on  viable  alternative  TSS 
replacement  designs  identified  in  a  report  to  the  Board  dated  July  26,  1993.  The 
study,  funded  by  the  FHWA,  was  completed  in  January  1994.  It  analyzed  impacts  on 
traffic  in  the  vicinity  of  downtown  and  on  transit  service,  using  traffic  projections 
for  the  year  2015  developed  in  cooperation  with  the  staff  of  the  Metropolitan 
Transportation  Commission  (MTC).  The  analysis  compared  pre-earthquake, 
existing,  and  future  "build"  and  "no  build"  conditions. 

The  Board  of  Supervisors  accepted  the  report  on  February  14,  1994  and  directed  City 
staff  to  integrate  some  of  the  TSS  alternatives  with  the  Mid-Embarcadero  EIS/EIR 
study  already  under  way.  Together  with  Caltrans  and  FHWA,  the  City  determined 
that  the  public  should  be  given  an  opportunity  to  comment  on  the  scope  of  the 
expanded  EIS/EIR  and  a  scoping  meeting  was  scheduled  for  February  28, 1994.  to 
receive  written  and  oral  comments  from  interested  members  of  the  public. 





EIS/EIR  Process 

The  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  and  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  each  include  requirements  for  analyzing  the 
environmental  impacts  of  proposed  public  projects.  A  joint  Environmental 
Impact  Statement/Environmental  Impact  Report  (EIS/EIR)  will  be  prepared  on 
the  Replacement  Alternatives  for  the  Embarcadero  Elevated  Freeway  and  the 
Terminal  Separator  Structure  by  the  Office  of  Environmental  Review  of  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco's  Department  of  City  Planning,  with  the  assistance 
of  the  Parsons  Brinckerhoff  Quade  &  Douglas  (PBQ&D)  consultant  team. 

Together  with  Caltrans  and  FHWA,  the  City  determined  that  the  newly- 
expanded  EIS/EIR  requires  another  scoping  meeting,  supplementing  the  one 
held  on  September  14,  1992,  in  order  to  give  the  public  an  opportunity  to 
comment  on  the  revised  scope  of  the  project  and  on  the  preliminary  alternatives 
that  have  been  recommended  for  analysis.  (See  below.) 

After  the  scoping  meeting,  a  decision  will  be  made  on  which  of  the  proposed 
alternatives  will  ultimately  be  evaluated  during  the  environmental  review 
process. 

Once  a  draft  of  the  EIS/EIR  has  been  completed,  it  will  be  publicly  circulated  for  a 
45-day  review  period,  during  which  comments  on  the  draft  document  will  be 
accepted.  As  part  of  this  review  period,  there  will  be  a  formal  hearing  to  receive 
oral  and  written  comments  from  the  public.  These  comments  and  the  City's 
responses  will  be  documented  and  incorporated  into  the  Final  EIS/EIR  which 
will  be  submitted  for  the  required  approvals  by  state  and  federal  officials. 


Preliminary  Recommendations  on  Alternatives  to  Be  Evaluated 

In  advance  of  the  scoping  meeting,  the  following  combined  TSS/Mid-Embarcadero 
Alternatives  have  been  identified  by  the  City's  Board  of  Supervisors  for  analysis  in 
the  expanded  EIS/EIR. 

ALTERNATIVE!:  No  Build 

This  alternative  essentially  maintains  the  street  network  and 
ramp  connections  that  currently  exist  in  downtown  San 
Francisco. 
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•  The  Embarcadero,  between  Howard  Street  and  Broadway 
would  retain  its  current  configuration  and  lane 
alignment. 

•  The  Embarcadero,  between  Folsom  and  Howard  Streets, 
would  have  two  traffic  lanes  in  each  direction  and 
would  be  realigned  to  the  west  to  conform  with  the 
South  Embarcadero  alignment. 


ALTERNATIVE  2:  Embarcadero  Surface  Roadway  with  No  TSS 
This  alternative  proposes  to  reconstruct  The  Embarcadero,  between 
Folsom  Street  and  Broadway,  as  a  four  to  six  lane  roadway.  The  TSS 
would  not  be  reconstructed. 

•  There  would  be  two  traffic  lanes  plus  a  parking  lane  in 
each  direction  on  The  Embarcadero  between  Howard  Street 
and  Broadway.  The  parking  lanes  would  be  convertible  to 
traffic  lanes  during  peak  hours. 

•  The  Embarcadero,  between  Folsom  Street  and  Howard 
Street,  would  be  realigned  to  conform  with  the  South 
Embarcadero  alignment. 


ALTERNATIVE  3:  Embarcadero  Surface  Roadway  with  New 
Ramps  at  Second  Street 

This  alternative  is  the  same  as  Alternative  2,  with  respect  to  The 
Embarcadero  configuration.  However,  it  also  includes  the 
construction  of  new  ramps  to/from  I-80/U.S.  101  at  Second 
and  Harrison  Streets  and  a  modified  Fremont  Street  off-ramp,  to 
allow  traffic  to  access  Folsom  Street. 

•  A  new  on-ramp,  starting  from  the  Harrison/Essex  Street 
intersection  and  crossing  over  Second  Street,  would  be 
constructed  connecting  to  1-80  westbound  and  U.S.  101 
southbound. 

•  A  new  1-80  eastbound  off-ramp,  touching  down  at  Second 
Street  between  Harrison  and  Bryant  Streets,  would  be 
constructed,  with  a  new  traffic  signal  at  the  ramp's 
intersection  with  Second  Street.  The  off-ramp  would  include 
two  left-turn  lanes  and  a  right-turn  lane;  traffic  would  be 
directed  north  towards  downtown  during  the  A.M.  peak 
period.  • 
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•  Essex  Street  would  be  changed  to  four  southbound  traffic 
lanes  (from  its  current  pattern  of  two  traffic  lanes  north- 
bound and  two  southbound).  Two  of  the  southbound  lanes 
would  be  P.M.  peak  period  HOV  (high  occupancy  vehicle) 
lanes  leading  to  1-80  eastbound  (the  Essex  Street  on-ramp). 
The  other  two  would  be  mixed-flow  lanes  leading  to  1-80 
westbound/U.S.  101  southbound. 

•  Harrison  Street  would  operate  as  a  one-way  westbound 
street  between  First  and  Third  Streets. 

•  The  mid-block  Fremont  Street  off-ramp  would  be 
reconstructed  to  touch  down  at  the  intersection  of  Fremont 
and  Folsom  Streets.  The  ramp  would  be  four  lanes  wide, 
with  two  lanes  directed  towards  Folsom  Street,  and  the 
other  two  lanes  towards  Fremont  Street. 

•  The  Sterling  Place/Bryant  Street  1-80  eastbound  ramp, 
currently  providing  HOV  P.M.  peak  period  access,  would  be 
converted  into  mixed-flow  operation  at  all  times. 

•  Davis  Street,  between  Washington  and  Clay  Streets,  would 
be  re-opened,  providing  two  southbound  traffic  lanes. 

ALTERNATIVE  4:  Embarcadero  Surface  Roadway  with 
Modifications  to  Existing  System 

This  alternative  is  similar  to  Alternative  3,  except  that  it  would  not 
include  new  on-ramps  and  off-ramps  to  I-80/U.S.  101. 

The  Board  of  Supervisors  also  instructed  staff  to  pursue  investigation  of 
another  alternative  offering  more  direct  access  to  the  waterfront. 

The  following  alternatives  were  considered  and  rejected  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors: 

ALTERNATIVE  5:  Embarcadero  Surface  Roadway  with  the  TSS 
This  alternative  would  rebuild  the  TSS,  including  the  Main 
Street/Beale  Street  ramps  and  a  ramp  connection  to  The 
Embarcadero,  which  would  be  constructed  as  a  six  to  eight  lane 
roadway. 

•  Three  traffic  lanes  plus  a  parking  lane  would  be  provided 
in  each  direction  on  The  Embarcadero  between  Howard 
Street  and  Broadway.  The  parking  lanes  would  be 
convertible  to  traffic  lanes  during  peak  periods. 

•  The  1-80  eastbound  on-ramp  connections  would  be 


re-striped  to  duplicate  pre-earthquake  conditions. 

•  The  U.S.  101/1-80  eastbound  off-ramp  connection  to  the  TSS 

would  be  re-striped  to  duplicate  pre-earthquake  conditions. 

ALTERNATIVE  6:  Partially  Subsurface  Embarcadero  Roadway 
with  the  TSS 

This  alternative  is  similar  to  Alternative  5,  except  for  the 
configuration  of  The  Embarcadero  roadway.  Under  this  alternative, 
northbound  lanes  of  The  Embarcadero  would  be  below  grade 
between  Mission  and  Washington  Streets.  The  southbound  lanes 
would  remain  at  the  surface. 


The  following  alternative  has  also  been  suggested  for  analysis  in  the  EIS/EIR: 


ALTERNATIVE  7:  Partially  Subsurface  Embarcadero  Roadway  with 
New  Ramps  at  Second  Street 

This  alternative  is  similar  to  Alternative  3,  except  for  the 
configuration  of  The  Embarcadero  Roadway.  Under  this 
alternative,  northbound  lanes  of  The  Embarcadero  would  be  below 
grade  between  Mission  and  Washington  Streets.  The  southbound 
lanes  would  remain  at  the  siurface. 


The  list  of  alternatives  proposed  for  analysis  in  the  expanded  EIS/EIR  may  be 
revised  as  a  result  of  public  comments  received  during  the  scoping  process. 

Other  Considerations 

Rail  projects  being  considered  for  the  mid-Embarcadero  area  can  be  accommodated 
within  any  of  the  alternatives  under  consideration. 

One  such  project  is  the  "F"-Embarcadero  Extension,  a  rail  extension  for  historic 
streetcars  from  Market  Street  to  The  Embarcadero.  It  has  been  determined  to  be 
exempt  from  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA),  because  it  is  a  short 
extension  of  an  existing  rail  system.  It  is  also  not  subject  to  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  because  it  uses  no  federal  funds.  The  F-Line  will 
not  be  analyzed  in  this  expanded  EIS/EIR. 

A  second  rail  project  involves  construction  of  a  non-revenue  track  connection 
between  the  "F"-Embarcadero  tracks  at  Market  Street  and  the  MUNI  Metro 
Extension  portal  at  Folsom  Street.  This  project  is  not  currently  identified  in  the 
Municipal  Railway  Capital  Improvements  Plan  (CIP)  and  has  no  funding  source  for 
planning  or  construction.  All  alternatives  could  accommodate  this  project,  if  it  is 
approved  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  for  inclusion  in  the  CIP. 
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Public  Participation 

In  addition  to  the  formal  public  participation  (such  as  the  scoping  meeting)  which  is 
part  of  the  environmental  review  process,  the  community  will  continue  to  be 
involved  through  periodic  meetings  of  the  Citizens'  Advisory  Committee  (CAC). 

The  CAC  will  be  an  ongoing  forum  for  City  staff  to  brief  the  public  on  the  progress  of 
the  Project  and  for  the  public  to  express  opinions  on  environmental  issues,  as  well 
as  on  urban  design  and  other  concerns.  Notices  will  be  mailed  in  advance  of  all 
meetings.  If  you  wish  to  be  added  to  the  Project  mailing  list,  call:  (415)  554-5780.  The 
Waterfront  Transportation  Projects'  newsletter.  Waterfront  at  Work,  (sent  to  all  on 
the  Project  mailing  list)  will  provide  updates  on  the  project  at  regular  intervals. 

Progress  reports  will  also  be  made  to  various  commissions  in  the  City;  these 
meetings  are  open  to  the  public  and  provide  additional  opportunities  for  public 
comment. 


Approvals  Process 

The  Final  expanded  EIS/EIR  must  be  certified  by  the  Planning  Commission.   The  Port 
Commission  and  the  Bay  Conservation  and  Development  Commission  (BCDC)  will 
consider  the  information  in  the  Final  EIS/EIR  prior  to  making  recommendations  on 
approving  the  project. 

The  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor,  representing  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  must  formally  adopt  a  resolution  accepting  tiie  environmental  findings 
of  the  Certified  EIS/EIR,  and  selecting  a  preferred  alternative.  This  resolution  will 
then  be  forwarded,  with  the  Final  EIS/EIR,  through  Caltrans,  to  the  FHWA  for  the 
final  round  of  approvals  before  an  alternative  is  selected  for  implementation. 

Comments  and  Questions 

In  addition  to  comments  made  at  the  scoping  meeting,  written  comments  on  the 
proposed  alternatives  or  the  scope  of  the  environmental  analysis  may  be 
submitted,  no  later  than  5:00  p.m.  on  March  21,  1994,  to: 


Barbara  W.  Sahm 
Environmental  Review  Officer 
Department  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


If  you  have  questions  about  ti\e  Environmental  Review  Process,  please  contact 
Hillary  Gitelman  of  the  Department  of  City  Planning  at  558-6384.  Questions 
about  the  specific  alternatives  or  other  issues  related  to  the  Project  should  be 
addressed  to:  Waterfront  Transportation  Projects  Office,  Room  289,  City  Hall,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102,  554-5780. 


v. 
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92.202E  &  94.060E:  Replacement  Alternatives  for 
the  Embarcadero  Freeway  and  the  Terminal  Separator  Structure 


Potential  Environmental  Effects  to  Be  Analyzed 


The  proposed  project  would  involve  construction  in  one  of  the  most  visible  areas  of  the  City 
and  would  replace  transportation  facilities  that  were  in  heavy  daily  usage  prior  to  their  damage 
in  the  1989  earthqual<e.  The  EIS/EIR  will  analyze  each  of  the  altematives  which  are  currently 
being  considered  (including  the  no-build  altemative)  at  a  comparable  level  of  detail.  Measures 
to  mitigate  potentially  significant  impacts  will  be  identified  where  possible. 

Potential  effects  on  the  following  features  will  be  considered  in  the  EIS/EIR: 

land  use,  including  publicly  owned  and  accessible  open  space 
visual  quality/aesthetics,  including  urban  design  and  views 
transportation,  including  traffic,  transit,  pedestrians,  bicycles,  and  pari<ing 
air  quality 

Jiydrology,  geotechnical,  and  seismic  issues 

hazards,  including  soil  and  ground  water  contamination 

noise 

wind 

shadow,  light,  and  glare 

biology 

water  quality 

flooding,  erosion,  and  siltation 
archaeological  and  historic  resources 
population  and  growth  inducement 
social,  economic,  and  relocation  impacts 
public  utilities 

energy  and  natural  resources 
Temporary  effects  of  construction  will  also  be  analyzed. 


Information  about  related  projects  in  the  vicinity  may  be  included  in  the  EIS/EIR  for 
infomnational  purposes,  but  will  not  be  analyzed  in  detail.  These  related  projects  include,  but 
may  not  be  limited  to  construction  of  the  MUNI  F-Line  (light  rail),  which  will  extend  along  the 
Embarcadero  from  Mari<et  Street  to  Fishemnan's  Wharf,  and  ongoing  improvements  to  the 
Embarcadero  roadway  north  of  Broadway  and  south  of  Folsom  Street.  Preliminary  proposals 
regarding  rehabilitation  of  the  Transbay  Tenminal  will  also  not  be  analyzed  in  detail. 
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Maps  of 
Replacement  Alternatives 
for  the 

Terminal  Separator  Strcture 
and  the 
Embarcadero  Freeway 
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Francisco 
Bay 


Realigned  surface  roadway  provides  3  lanes 
in  each  direction  during  peal<  periods  between 
Broadway  and  Howard  Streets.  2  lanes 
arking  lane  in  off-peak. 


Parcels  vacated  by  demolition  and 
removal  of  Freeway  and  Structure 


1  Off-ramp  to  Fremont  Street 

2  Essex  St.  on-ramp  to  Bay  Bridge 

3  First  St.  on-ramp  to  Bay  Bridge 

4  Off-ramp  to  Fremont  and  Harrison  Streets 

5  Sterling  St.  on-ramp  to  Bay  Bridge  for 
carpools  only  during  peak  period 


San  Francisco  Deparlnienl  ol'Cily  Planning 


TSS/Mid-Einbarcadcro 
Replacement  Alternatives 


Alternative  Two 

No  terminal  separator  structure;  improve  surface  road 
on  The  Embarcadero. 
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Diagram  not  to  scale 


Francisco 
Bay 


Realigned  surface  roadway  provides  3  lanes 
in  each  direction  during  peak  periods  between 
Broadway  and  Howard  Street.  2  lanes 
parking  lane  in  off-peak. 


Parcels  vacated  by  demolition  and 
removal  of  Freeway  and  Structure 

Modified  off-ramp  to  Fremont  and  Folsom  Streets 
Essex  St.  on-ramp  to  Bay  Bridge  for 
carpools  only  during  peak  period 
First  St.  on-ramp  to  Bay  Bridge 
Off-ramp  to  Fremont  and  Harrison  Streets 
Sterling  St.  on-ramp  opened  to  mixed  use 
New  on-ramp  at  Harrison  Street 
New  off-ramp  at  Second  Street 


San  Francisco  Department  of  Cily  Planning 


TSS/Mid-Embarcadero 
Replacement  Alternatives 


Alternative  Three: 

New  ramps  at  Second  Street;  improve  surface  road  on 
The  Embarcadero. 
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Francisco  | 
Bay 


Realigned  surface  roadway  provides  3  lanes  u 
in  each  direction  during  peak  periods  between  I 
Broadway  and  Howard  Street.  ?  iflnps  I 
larking  lane  in  off-peak 


Parcels  vacated  by  demolition  and 
rennoval  of  Freeway  and  Structure 


1  Modified  off-ramp  to  Fremont  and  Folsom  Streets 

2  Essex  St.  on-ramp  to  Bay  Bridge  for 
carpools  only  during  peak  period 
First  St.  on-ramp  to  Bay  Bridge 
Off-ramp  to  Fremont  and  Harrison  Streets 
Sterling  St.  on-ramp  opened  to  mixed  use 


Alternative  Four: 

Modifications  to  existing  ramps;  improve  surface  road 


Francisco 
Bay 


Realigned  surface  roadway  provides  4  lanes 
in  eacfi  direction  during  peak  periods 
between  Broadway  and  Howard  Streets, 
3  lan^?  plus  a  parking  lane  in  off-peak. 


San  Francisco  Department  of  City  Planning 


TSS/Mid-Embarcadero 
Replacement  Alternatives 


Legend 

Parcels  vacated  by  demolition  and 
removal  of  Freeway  and  Structure 
Off-ramp  to  Fremont  Street 
Essex  St.  on-ramp  to  Bay  Bridge 
First  St.  on-ramp  to  Bay  Bridge 
Off-ramp  to  Fremont  and  Harnson  Streets 
Sterling  St.  on-ramp  to  Bay  Bridge  for  carpools  only 
during  peak  period 

6  Re-build  Main  and  Beale  off-  and  on-ramps 

7  Re-build  ramp  connection  to  The  Embarcadero 

8  Re-build  on-and  off-ramps  to  and  from  101  South 

9  Re-build  "Fly-over"  ramp  to  tt^e  Bay  Bndge, 


Alternative  Five: 

Rebuild  terminal  separator  structure  with  ramps  to  a  wider 
surface  road  on  The  Embarcadero. 


Francisco 
Bay 


Realigned  surface  roadway 
provides  4  lanes  in  each  direction 
during  peak  periods  between 
Broadway  and  Howard  Street. 
Northbound  lanes  are  below  ground 
between  Mission  and  Washington 
Streets;  southbound  lanes  curve  to 
provide  a  public  plaza. 


Legend 

Parcels  vacated  by  demolition  and 


removal  of  Freevi/ay  and  Structure 
Off-ramp  to  Fremont  Street 
Essex  St.  on-ramp  to  Bay  Bridge 
First  St.  on-ramp  to  Bay  Bridge 
Off-ramp  to  Fremont  and  Harrison  Streets 
Sterling  St.  on-ramp  to  Bay  Bridge  for  carpools  only 
during  peak  period 

Re-build  Main  and  Beale  off-  and  on-ramps 
Re-build  ramp  connection  to  The  Embarcadero 
Re-build  on-and  off-ramps  to  and  from  101  South 
Re-build  "Fly-over"  ramp  to  the  Bay  Bridge 


Alternative  Six: 

Rebuild  terminal  separator  structure  with  ramps  to  a 
partially  sub-surface  road  on  The  Embarcadero. 


Diagram  not  to  scale 


VALLEJO  ST, 


Francisco 
Bay 


Realigned  surface  roadway 
provides  4  lanes  in  eacli  direction 
during  peak  periods  between 
Broadway  and  Howard  Street. 
Northbound  lanes  are  below  ground 
between  Mission  and  Washington 
Streets;  southbound  lanes  curve  to 
provide  a  public  plaza. 


Parcels  vacated  by  demolition  and 
removal  of  Freeway  and  Structure 


San  Francisco  Department  of  City  Planning 


1  Modified  off-ramp  to  Fremont  and  Folsom  Streets 

2  Essex  St.  on-ramp  to  Bay  Bridge  for 
carpools  only  during  peak  period 
First  St.  on-ramp  to  Bay  Bridge 
Off-ramp  to  Fremont  and  Harnson  Streets 
Sterling  St.  on-ramp  opened  to  mixed  use 
New  on-ramp  at  Harrison  Street 
New  off-ramp  at  Second  Street 


TSS/M id-Em  bar  coder  o 
Replacement  Alternatives 


Alternative  Seven: 

New  ramps  at  Second  Street;  partially  sub-surtacc  road  on 
The  Embarcadero. 
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Diagram  not  to  scale 


A  Glossary  of  Transportation  Terms 


ACCESS 


ALTERNATIVE 


CORRIDOR 


ELEMENT 


F-LINE 


FONSI 


HOV  LANE 


LAND  USE 


MEDIAN 


The  means  to  approach  a  location  or  transportation  feature; 
e.g.  freeway  access  via  on-ramps;  Bay  Bridge  access  by  way  of 
the  Embarcadero  Freeway,  etc.  Access  constraint 
indicates  some  difficulty  in  reaching  a  transportation 
feature.  Access  enhancement  refers  to  the  means  used 
to  make  it  easier  to  reach  a  transportation  feature. 

An  option  being  considered  to  meet  the  goals  and 
objectives  for  a  specific  transportation  project. 

The  site  of  major  transportation  movement  between 
two  points  (e.g.  the  Embarcadero  Corridor). 

A  specific  feature  within  an  alternative,  such  as 
a  roadway,  landscaping,  ramps,  etc. 

A  rail  extension,  using  historic  streetcars,  from  Market 
Street  to  The  Embarcadero  and  then  proceeding  along 
The  Embarcadero.  (One  of  the  waterfront  transportation 
projects  scheduled  to  be  implemented.) 

A  Finding  Of  No  Significant  Impact:  a  term  used  during  an 
environmental  study  to  indicate  that  there  are  no  impacts  of 
sufficient  seriousness  to  require  special  attention /measures,  or 
that  impacts  have  been  addressed/mitigated. 

A  High  Occupancy  Vehicle  lane,  restricted  to  use  by  vehicles 
with  more  than  one  occupant,  e.g.  carpools,  buses 

Term  describing  the  purposes /functions  to  which  land  is 
devoted:  i.e.  commercial,  residential,  agricultural,  etc. 

A  raised  "island"  in  a  street,  sometimes  with  landscaping, 
designed  to  separate  streams  of  traffic.  The  median  may  also  be 
used  as  a  temporary  refuge  for  pedestrians  attempting  to  cross 
wide  streets. 


NON-REVENUE 

TRACK 

CONNECTION 


A  transit  track  not  used  for  scheduled  passenger 
service. 


ON/OFF  RAMPS 


A  connection  between  a  surface  road  and  an  elevated 
transportation  structure  such  as  a  freeway,  bridge,  etc. 
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POUCY 

STEERING 

COMMnTEE 


PORTAL 


PUBLIC 
SCOPING 


TECHNICAL 

ADVISORY 

COMMITTEE 


TERMINAL 

SEPARATOR 

STRUCTURE 


TSM 


The  heads  of  ten  City  agencies  (Arts  Commission,  Depart- 
ment of  City  Planning,  Department  of  Parking  and  Traffic, 
Department  of  Public  Works,  MUNI,  Office  of  the  Mayor, 
Port  of  San  Francisco,  Recreation  and  Park  Department,  Public 
Utilities  Commission  and  the  Redevelopment  Agency)  who 
together  with  the  Chief  Administrative  Officer  (who  chairs  the 
group)  oversee  the  administrative,  financial  and  scheduHng 
needs  of  all  the  waterfront  transportation  projects. 

A  transition  area  between  surface  and  subsurface 
portions  of  a  roadway. 

A  process,  required  by  federal  regulations,  for  ensuring  that  the 
public  is  involved  at  the  earliest  stages  of  proposed  preparation 
of  environmental  documents.  A  "scoping  meeting"  is 
scheduled  to  give  the  public  a  chance  to  identify  issues  and 
concerns  and  to  help  design  possible  alternatives  before 
substantial  work  is  done  on  a  draft  environmental  impact 
statement. 

Staff  members  of  the  ten  agencies  who  work  with  the 
staff  of  the  CAO's  Waterfront  Transportation  Projects 
Office  to  recommend  to  the  Policy  Steering  Committee 
(see  above)  administrative,  financial  and  scheduling 
decisions  on  the  transportation  projects  underway  • 
along  The  Embarcadero. 

The  State  Route  480  Terminal  Separator  Structure  was 
a  multi-deck  structure  that  connected  1-80  and  the  Bay 
Bridge  with  the  financial  district  and  The  Embarcadero 
Corridor.  The  old  structure  was  demolished  in  1992. 

Transportation  Systems  Management:  an  approach  to 
transportation  planning  which  emphasizes  efficiency 
and  effectiveness  in  the  use  of  existing  facilities  as  an 
TSM  could  include  schedule  changes,  adjustment  of 
the  time  phase  on  traffic  lights,  specially  marked  traffic 
lanes,  etc. 
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I  COMMON  ABBREVIATIONS  | 

ABAC  ASSOCIATION  OF  BAY  AREA  GOVERNMENTS 

BART  BAY  AREA  RAPID  TRANSIT  (DISTRICT) 

CAC  QTIZENS'  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

CALTRANS  CALIFORNIA  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

CAO  CHIEF  ADMINISTRATIVE  OFFICER 

CEQ  COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY 

CEQA  CALIFORNIA  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY  ACT 

CMA  CONGESTION  MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

DCP  DEPARTMENT  OF  CITY  PLANNING 

DOT  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION  (U.S.) 

DPW  DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 

DPT  DEPARTMENT  OF  PARKING  AND  TRAFFIC 

EIR  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  REPORT  (CALIFORNIA) 

EIS  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT  (FEDERAL) 

FH WA  FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 

FTA  FEDERAL  TRANSPORTATION  ADMINISTRATION 

V  J 
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ISTEA  INTERMODAL  SURFACE  TRANSPORTATION 

EFFICIENCY  ACT  ("ICE  TEA") 

MTC  METROPOLITAN  TRANSPORTATION  COMMISSION 

MUNI  S.F.  MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY  SYSTEM 

NEPA  NATIONAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  POLICY  ACT 

OER  OFFICE  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  REVIEW 

PSC  POLICY  STEERING  COMMITTEE 

PUC  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

SFTA  SAN  FRANCISCO  COUNTY  TRANSPORTATION 

AUTHORITY 

STURAA  SURFACE  TRANSPORTATION  AND  UNIFORM 

RELOCATION  ASSISTANCE  ACT  (FEDERAL) 

TAC  TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

UEB  UTILITIES  ENGINEERING  BUREAU 

V  :  J 
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Waterfront  Transportation  Projects 


Office  of 

CHIEF  ADMINISTRATIVE  OFFICER 

Room  289  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Telepfione:  415-554-5780  Fax:  415-554-7122 


Rudolf  Notlienberg 

Chief  Administrative  Officer 
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Complete  Transcript  of  Scoping  Meeting 

•   Session  I:  Noon  to  2:00  p.m. 
(pp.  E-1  thru  E-47) 

•   Session  II:  5:30  p.m.  to  7:30  p.m. 
(pp.  E-49  thru  E-119) 
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WATERFRONT  TRANSPORTATION  PROJECTS 
CITY  AND   COUNTY   OF   SAN  FRANCISCO 


Public  Scoping  Meeting 
regarding 

Replacement  Alternatives 
for  the  Terminal  Separator 
Structure   (TSS)   and  the 
Elevated  Embarcadero 
Freeway 


Monday,    February  28,  1994 
12:10  o ' clock  p.m. 
455  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
Room  1194 

San  Francisco,  California 


Reported  by: 
LORELEI  KRIEGER 


ADAMS    CONVENTION  REPORTING 
16   Farm  Road 
San  Rafael,    California  94903 
(415)  472-0350 
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MONDAY,    FEBRUARY    28,    1994  12:10   O'CLOCK  P.M. 

 oOo  

MR.    CRUZ:     Good  afternoon  and  welcome  to  a 
scoping  meeting  for  the  Mid-Embarcadero  Terminal 
Separator  Project. 

I  am  using  the  mike  because  we  are  recording 
this  and  we  will  have  a  record  of  this  meeting  as  part 
of  the  environmental  process  when  we  are  completed. 

What  I  wanted  to  do  is  open  with  a  few 
comments  about  what  has  historically  happened.  I'm 
sure  that  most  of  you  are  intimately  aware  of  some  of 
these  details,   but  I  wanted  to  go  through  some  of  them 
for  those  of  you  who  might  be  new  to  the  process. 

Obviously,   we  all  know  that  in  October  of  1989 
we  had  the  Loma  Prieta  Earthquake.     As  a  result  of 
that,    a  couple  of  the  freeways  in  San  Francisco  were 
rendered  inoperable,    and,    in  fact,    it  was  determined 
that  some  of  these  needed  to  be  demolished  rather  than 
retrofitted  in  place. 

In  July  of   1990,    the  city  requested  that 
Caltrans  and  the  Federal  Department  of  Transportation 
consider  alternatives  to  rebuilding  the  Embarcadero 
Freeway  in  kind,   which  was  the  original  proposal  by 
Caltrans . 

On  September  19th   of   1990,    the   Board  of 
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Supervisors  held  a  hearing  to  consider  the  demolition 
of  the  freeway  structure.     In  September  of  that  same 
year,   the  board  voted  to  support  the  demolition  of  the 
Embarcadero  and  replacement  with  a  system  which  was  not 
an  in-kind  structure. 

Through  the  years  after  that,    the  Federal 
Department  of  Transportation  did  set  aside  some 
emergency  relief  funding  for  the  replacement  structure. 
Then  in  1991,    Senate  Bill  181  was  passed,    taking  State 
Route  480,   which  was  the  Embarcadero  Freeway,    out  of 
the  state  highway  system  and  having  a  replacement 
project  approved  that  the  city  would  take  to  the  state 
and  to  the  federal  government.     As  part  of  that,  the 
federal  ER  funding  would  be  made  available  to  a  project 
which  was  approved,    as  well  as  state  lands  which  were 
currently  owned  for  State  Route  480,   would  be  made 
available  to  the  city,    again,    upon  an  approved 
replacement  project. 

In  1992,    the  demolition  of  the  terminal 
separator  was  begun  and  completed  soon  after.      In  March 
of  1992,    the  Board  of  Supervisors  unanimously  passed  a 
resolution  asking  that  Caltrans  work  with  the  city  to 
develop  alternatives  to  a  full  in-kind  replacement  of 
the  terminal   separator  structure  as  well. 

The  Department  of  City  Planning  led  a  study  by 
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city  staff  and  consultants  identifying  a  number  of 
alternatives  that  were  qualitatively  analyzed  which 
could  be  built  in  place  of  a  full  terminal  separator 
structure.     Caltrans  finally  completed  their  demolition 
of  the  terminal  separator  in  September  of  1993   and  in 
August  of  1993,   the  board  passed  a  resolution  directing 
staff  to  proceed  with  investigations  of  alternatives  at 
a  quantitative  level   in  order  to  determine,    in  detail, 
transportation  benefits  of  alternatives  being 
considered . 

On  February  14th  of  1994,    city  staff  presented 
a  report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  identifying  six 
alternatives  and  identifying  the  quantitative  values  of 
transportation  movement  for  these  alternatives. 

In  your  book  entitled  "Workbook,"  we  have 
identified  those  six  alternatives  which  were  presented 
to  the  board.     Starting  on  Page  13,   which  is  at  the 
center  of  your  book,    I  will  briefly  go  through  these 
alternatives.     After  that,    I  would  like  to  present 
Hilary  Gitelman  of  the  Office  of  Environmental  Review 
with  the  Department  of  City  Planning,    to  go  over  the 
environmental  process  and  then  we  can  both  answer 
questions   on  either  the  alternatives   or  on  the  process 
when  we  are  done  with  our  presentation. 

The   first  alternative,    labeled  Alternative  1, 

E-7 

ADAMS    CONVENTION   REPORTING      (415)  472-0350 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


4 

is  a  no-build  alternative.     That  basically  means  that 
structurally,    all  conditions  which  exist  today  would 
remain.     This  alternative  is  required  as  part  of  the 
NEPA  process  for  the  federal  environmental  document. 
Under  all   of  these  alternatives,   we  took  out  to  the 
study  year  of  2015.      So  whenever  we  refer  to  conditions 
and  transportation  benefits  and  impacts,   we  are 
referring  to  the  year  2015. 

In  Alternative  2,   we  looked  at  an  alternative 
which  involved  minimal  replacement  to  the  terminal 
excuse  me  —  no  replacement  of  the  terminal  separator 
structure  and  a  modified  Embarcadero  Roadway  in  order 
to  replace  the  previously  existing  Embarcadero  Freeway. 
That  roadway  is  a  surface  roadway  with  three  lanes  in 
each  direction.     All  three  lanes  would  be  available 
during  peak  hour  and  during  off-peak  time,    one  of  those 
lanes  would  be  a  parking  lane. 

Alternative  3  on  Page  15  involves  a 
replacement  of  the  terminal  separator  which  is  not  a 
full   rebuild.     The  bullets  shown  throughout  the  drawing 
show  that  a  Fremont  Street  off-ramp  would  be  modified 
operationally,   Essex  Street  would  be  converted  into  a 
car  pool  lane.    First  Street  on-ramp  to  the  Bay  Bridge 
would  remain,    and  the  existing  striping  entering  the 
Bay  Bridge  would  also  remain.     The  off-street  to 
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Fremont  Street  at  Harrison  would  remain  as   it  exists 
today.     The  Sterling  Street  on-ramp,   which  is  sometimes 
referred  to  as  Sterling  Street  or  sometimes  as  Bryant 
Street,   would  change  from  a  high  occupancy  vehicle, 
which  it  is  today,   to  a  mixed-used  operation. 

Finally,   the  new  construction  would  involve  a 
new  on-ramp  at  Harrison  Street  near  Second,   which  would 
offer  access  to  the  main-line  freeway.   Southbound  101 
and  280,   and  a  new  off-ramp  at  Second  Street,  which 
would  again  offer  off-ramp  from  the  main-line  80  East 
and   101  to  Second  Street.      The  Embarcadero  Roadway 
itself  would  be  reconstructed  as  per  identified  in 
Alternative  2  with  a  surface  roadway. 

Alternative  4   on  Page  16,    is  a  somewhat 
scaled-back  version  of  Alternative  3.     It  has  a  lot  of 
the  operational  changes  that  have  been  proposed  in 
Alternative  3,   the  major  difference  being  the   lack  of 
new  structure  which  was   identified  as  6  and  7  which  is 
the  on-ramp  near  —  at  Harrison  near  Second  and  the 
off-ramp  at  Second  Street,    which  again,    would  be  for 
the  ingress  and  egress  of  peninsula-bound  traffic. 

The  Embarcadero  roadway  itself,    again,  would 
be  a   surface  roadway  alternative  as  per  the  previous 
two  alternatives. 

Alternative   5   on   Page   17   envisions   a  full 
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rebuild  of  the  terminal   separator  structure,  including 

the  Main  and  Beale  ramps  and  a  ramp  to  the  Embarcadero. 

The  Embarcadero  itself  would  be  a  surface  roadway  as 

per  identified  in  the  previous  alternatives,    the  major 

exception  being  that  rather  than  the  three-lane 

alternative,   the  Embarcadero  would  be  four  lanes  wide 

with  all   four  lanes  being  available   for  traffic  at  peak 

hours  and  during  off-peak  hours,    one  of  those  lanes 

converted  into  parking. 

Alternative  6,    identified  on  Page   18,    again  is 

a   full  rebuild  of  the  terminal  separator  structure  with 

the  Embarcadero  itself  being  a  predominantly  surface 

roadway  with  the  exception  being  that  the  northbound 

direction  would  become  underground  beginning  at  Mission 

Street  northbound  and  coming  back  up  to  the  surface 

prior  to  Washington  Street.      In  the  southbound 

direction,   the  roadway  would  curve  westward  away  from 

the  Ferry  Building,    creating  a  space  between  the 

northbound  and  southbound  lanes. 

Those  alternatives  —  all  six  of  those  were  in 

the  Detail  Transportation  Report  which  was  presented  to 

the  board  in  late  January  and  which  was  heard  as  part 

of  the  hearings  at  the  Housing  and  Land  Use  Committee 

on  February  3rd  and  the   full   board  on  February  14th. 

Of  those  alternatives,    the   actions  taken  by  the  board 
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were  to  recommend  that  this  scoping  meeting  be  held  and 

that  the  two  projects  be  merged  together.  They 

recommended  that  Alternatives  1  through  4 ,  as 

identified,   be  carried  forward  into  the  scoping 

meeting.     They  also  recommend  that  Alternatives  5  and 

6,    as  described  in  the  report,   be  rejected  and  not 

considered  for  further  evaluation. 

They  also  made  one  modification  which  was  that 

they  asked  the  board  —  excuse  me  —  the  staff  to 

consider  another  alternative  which  offered  better 

access  to  the  Embarcadero.     In  the  resolution  itself 

there  were  no  specifics  as  to  what  that  alternative 

might  include  and  as  staff,   we  are  still  working  with 

some  members  of  the  board  as  well  as  the  Fisherman's 

Wharf  area,   North  Beach,   and  Chinatown  people  who  have 

shown  interest,   to  try  to  identify  that  alternative. 

On  Page  19,   there  is  another  alternative  here 

identified  as  Alternative  7  which  has  a  consideration 

which  for  the  terminal  separator  would  be  equivalent  to 

Alternative  3,   with  the  new  ramps  at         adjacent  to 

Second  Street  as  well  as  the  operational  modifications. 

However,    on  the  Embarcadero  itself,    it  shows  here  an 

alternative  showing  the  curved  alignment   for  the 

southbound  roadway.     The  underground  alignment   is  still 

something  —   is  something  that  was  suggested  during  the 
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printing  of  this  workbook  and  since  a  lot  of  the 
proponents   for  that  alternative  have  decided  that  it 
would  probably  be  a  better  alternative  if  the 
northbound  lanes  were  a   surface  alternative,    we  are 
still  speaking  to  this  alternative  as  we  have  shown  it 
today  on  the  boards.      It  is  a  strictly  surface 
alternative  and  absent  any  comment,   we  would  proceed 
with  that  alternative  as  a  surface  alternative,  again, 
with  the  southbound  roadway  bowing  out.      It  would  be 
three  lanes  wide.     It  is  shown  in  this  report  as  four 
lanes,    but  under,    again,   review,   we  have  considered 
that  three  lanes  would  be  adequate,    given  the   fact  that 
it  is  connected  with  an  alternative  which  does  not 
offer  a  ramp  directly  to  the  Embarcadero. 

So  again,   the  difference  being  it  would  be 
surface  northbound  for  the  entire  duration  on  the 
Embarcadero  and  both  the  northbound  and  the  southbound 
would  be  three  lanes   in  each  direction  at  the  peak 
hour.     At  the  off-peak  hour,   there  would  be  a  parking 
lane  available. 

At  this  time  I  would  like  to  pass  the 

presentation  to  Hilary  Gitelman  and  again,   we  can 

answer  any  questions  you  might  have  specific  to 

anything  that  was  presented  to  you  and  then  we  have 

cards  that  we  will  be  calling  people  who  have  asked  to 
E-12 


ADAMS    CONVENTION   REPORTING      (415)  472-0350 


1 

2 

3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


give  public  testimony.      We  will  ask  that  the  testimony 

be  three  minutes   in  duration,    and  depending  on  the 

amount  of  cards  we  have,   we  would  like  to  keep  that 

down  to  the  three  minutes.     Thank  you. 

MS.    GITELMAN:      Good  afternoon.      As  Emilio 

said,   I  am  Hilary  Gitelman  with  the  Department  of  City 

Planning  Office  of  Environmental  Review.      With  my 

colleagues  in  the  Office  of  Environmental  Review,  I 

will  be  supervising  a  team  of  consultants  in 

preparation  of  the  environmental  documents.     Then  we 

will  be  coordinating  those  documents  and  their  review 

with  state  and  federal  agencies  who  are  participating 

in  this  project. 

I  wanted  to  briefly  summarize  the 

environmental  review  process  and  then  point  out  the 

issues  to  you  that  will  be  analyzed  as   part  of  the 

process.      The  first  step  of  the  process         we  have  been 

here  before.      We  did   it  when  the  project  was  strictly 

the  Mid-Embarcadero  Project.     Now  that  the  project  has 

been  expanded,   we  are  doing  it  again.      So  we  are  back 

at  Step   1  and  that  is  the  scoping  meeting  and  the 

scoping  process. 

People  have   asked  me,    should   I   give  you  my 

comments   in  writing  or  orally   --  what   should   I  do, 

both?     To  answer  that,    all   comments   received  during 
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this  meeting  and  during  the  scoping  period  which 
extends  to  the  end  of  the  day  on  March  the  21st,  will 
be  given  equal  weight.      So  you  could  present  oral 
testimony  now,   you  could  do  that  this  evening  at  our 
second  oral  presentation,   you  could  submit  written 
comments  here  today,    or  you  could  get  your  comments  to 
our  office  in  writing  by  the  end  of  the  day  on  March 
the  21st.     At  the  end  of  the  scoping  process,   what  will 
happen  is  that  city  staff,    in  cooperation  with  Caltrans 
and  the  Federal  Highway  Administration,   will  determine 
finally,   which  alternatives  will  move  forward  into  the 
environmental  analysis  and  will  be  analyzed  over  the 
next  many  months  to  determine  their  pluses  and  minuses 
in  terms  of  environmental  and  economic  impacts. 

The  second  step  in ^the  environmental  review 
process  will  be  preparation  of  a  draft  environmental 
impact  report,    slash,    environmental   impact  statement 
and  all  the  background  documents  necessary  to  put  that 
report  together.      The  draft  document  itself  would 
satisfy  the  requirements  of  the  state  environmental  law 
and  also  for  the  National   Environmental   Policy  Act. 

At  the  time  that  the  work  on  the  background 

studies  and  the  draft  EIS/EIR  has  been  approved  by 

state  and   federal  people  working  with  us,    it  will  be 

released  to  the  public   for  public  comment  and  there 
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will  be  a  formal  public  comment  period.     During  that 
period,   there  will  be  another  public  hearing  such  as 
this  one.      It  will  be  in  front  of  the  Planning 
Commission  and  anybody  who  has  comments  on  the 
background  work  or  on  the  document  itself,   will  be 
invited  to  speak.     That  is  the  third  step,  publication. 

The  fourth  step  is  that  city  staff  and 
consultants  will  respond  to  all  of  the  comments  that 
have  been  raised  during  the  public  comment  period  at 
that  point  and  we  will  prepare  a  final  EIS/EIR  which 
will  be  circulated  for  public  review  again  and  will  be 
used  by  decision  makers  when  they  decide  what  project 
to  approve  and  to  implement. 

Just  to  summarize,   the  formal  opportunities 
for  public  comment  start  here  at  the  scoping  meeting 
and  continue  to  March  the  21st.     Then  there  will  be  a 
period  in  which  city  staff  will  be  rushing  around  doing 
work  and  coming  up  with  a  draft  document  which  will  be 
circulated   for  your  review  and  that  is  the  second 
formal  period  at  which  you  can  submit  testimony  about 
the  environmental   impacts  of  the  project. 

Let's  see,    I  wanted  to  point  out  also   in  the 
workbook,    it   is  actually  on  Page  11,    there   is   a   list  of 
environmental   issues  that  will  be  analyzed  as   part  of 
this  process.      In  addition  to  receiving  your  comments 
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on  any  of  the  alternatives  that  Emilio  has  outlined  or 
any  other  alternatives  that  you  think  we  should  study 
today,   we  would  be  interesting  in  getting  your  input  on 
any  of  these  environmental  issues  or  again,  any 
additional   environmental   issues  that  are  not  reflected 
on  this  list. 

This  is  a  transportation  project,    so  in  one 
sense  the   focus   is  on  traffic  and  transportation 
issues,   but  in  an  environmental  analysis,   we  are  not 
limited  to  that  and  we  will  be  looking  at  everything 
else  from  noise  and  air  quality  to  geotechnical  issues. 
I  am  not  going  to  list  them  all.     They  are  there  for 

you  on  Page  11. 

At  this  point  I  am  finished  with  my 

presentation  and  I  will  hand  the  mike  back  to  Emilio. 

We  will  answer  a   few  questions,   but  then  we  really  want 

to  get  on  to  the  part  of  this  program  where  we  hear 

your  comments. 

MR.    CRUZ:      At  this  point  I  will   just  ask  if 

there  are  any  questions  on  anything  that  was  presented 

over  the  last  20  minutes. 

FROM  THE  FLOOR:      Do  you  represent  the  extent 

of  the  people  from  the  public  agencies  who  are  supposed 

to  be  hearing  comments? 

MR.    CRUZ:      Yes,    we  do.      I   represent  the  Office 
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of  the  Chief  Administrative  Officer.     The  Chief 
Administrative  Office  is  in  charge  of  the  Waterfront 
Transportation  Projects  which  include  the 
Mid-Embarcadero  and  the  terminal  separator. 

MS.    GITELMAN:      Actually,    if  I   can  respond  to 
that  question   in  another  way,    following  this  meeting  — 
as  you  see,   we  are  getting  a  transcript  made  of  this 
meeting.     Following  this  meeting  and  following  the 
scoping  period,   we  will  gather  all  written  and  oral 
comments  together  in  a  document  that  will  be  available, 
not  only  to  us  and  to  everybody  working  on  this 
project,   but  to  other  people  who  are  not  here,    such  as 
our  colleagues  at  Caltrans  and  the  Federal  Highway 
Administration,   who  are  obviously  participating  in  a 
major  way  in  development  and  circulation  of  these 
documents  and  the  project  itself. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Yes,  sir. 

FROM  THE  FLOOR:  (Inaudible.) 

MR.    CRUZ:     The  construction  schedules  vary  per 
alternative  but  in  general,   we  anticipate  that  we  would 
complete  design  in  1996   and  that  construction  would 
begin  in  1997   under  most  of  these  alternatives. 

FROM  THE  FLOOR:      I  have  a  couple   of  questions. 
First  being  that   in   300   feet   of  the   subject  freeway, 
under  Alternative   3,    would   I   be  entitled   to  be  nervous 

E  -  1  7 

ADAMS    CONVENTION   REPORTING       (415)  472-0350 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


14 

about  these  meetings?     I  am  the  owner  of  record  of  a 
piece  of  property  that  will  be  adversely  affected  by 
Alternative  3  and  I  wanted  to  know  would  I  be  notified 
of  these  things. 

MR.    CRUZ:      The  question  is  as  to  whether  or 
not  somebody  —  or  what  is  the  requirement   for  being 
eligible  for  notices.     If  anyone  is  interested  in 
continual  notices  on  the  projects,   they  only  need  to 
contact  our  office  which  is  on  the  last  page  of  the 
workbook,    and  let  us  know  that  you  would  like  to  be 
added  to  the  mailing  list.     You  will  automatically  be 
added  to  the  mailing  list  and  notified  of  all  meetings. 

FROM  THE  FLOOR:     If  they  take  property  in  the 
furtherance  of  this  alternative,   will  they  pay 
condemnation  for  properties  taken? 

MR.    CRUZ:      Sir,    that  is  a  detail   beyond  what 
was  presented  to  you  today.     We  can  discuss  that  in 
more  detail  with  you  independently. 

FROM  THE  FLOOR:      One  final  question.      What  is 
the  need   for  an  off-ramp  freeway  coming   from  south  to 
north  during  the  peak  hours  when  people  are  not  going 
to  work  and  they  would  not  ordinarily  get  off  that 
freeway  at  all?     I  just  don't  understand  the  need  for 
this  thing.      If  you  .can  explain  it  to  me,    I  would 
appreciate  it. 
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1  MR.    CRUZ:      Okay,    sir.     We  can  go   into  more 

2  detail  of  the  alternatives.     Why  don't  we  do  that  after 

3  we  have  received  all  of  the  public's  comments? 

4  MS.   GITELMAN:     Actually  sir,   I  urge  you  to 

5  submit  a  comment  card  and  speak  these  thoughts   into  the 

6  mike  or  to  submit  them  in  writing  to  our  office, 

7  because  we  are  interesting  in  knowing,   not  only  what 

8  your  opinions  are  about  all  the  alternatives  that  we 

9  have  put  forward  here,    but  also  your  questions  so  that 

10  we  can  see  that  they  are  answered  in  the  course  of  this 

11  process. 

12  FROM  THE   FLOOR:      I'll   do  it. 

13  MR.    CRUZ:     Again,    if  any  of  you  have  not 

14  filled  out  a  comment  card,   they  are  available  at  the 

15  back  table  where  you  came  in.     They  look  like  this  and 

16  if  you   fill  them  out,    then  we  will  be  able  to  know  who 

17  you  are  when  you  come  speak.     When  you  come  to  the 

18  microphone,   please  identify  yourself  by  name  and  any 

19  affiliation  that  you  may  be  representing. 

20  The  first  card  I  have  is  Robert  J.    Cort,  Sr. 

21  MR.    CORT:     Ma'am  and  sir,    I  want  it  clearly 

22  understood  that  my  interest  in  coming  here   is   a  vested 

23  one.      I   own  property  that   fronts  on  Stillman  Alley  and 
I  therefore  want   it  clearly  understood  that  I   am  not 

25  here  pro  bono,    but  rather   in  the   interest   of  my  own 

F.  -  1 

ADAMS    CONVENTION   REPORTING      (415)  472-0350 


24 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


16 


property.     That  interest  is  —  although  is  interest  in 
my  own  property  but  also  in  the  general  good  of  San 
Francisco.     And  I  just  saw  them  waste  $110  million 
tearing  down  the  Embarcadero  Freeway  and  $11  million  in 
the  destruction  of  the  same.      110  building  it  and  $11 
million  destroying  it.     I   feel  that  any  freeway  that 
empties  into  Second  Street  where  we  have  almost 
gridlock  in  the  peak  hours,   going  onto  the  freeway 
there  would  be  hazardous,   not  only  to  the  health  and 
safety  of  the  occupants  of  that  street,    but  would 
destroy  the  integrity  of  that  neighborhood. 

I  wanted  to  say  that  the  school  children  there 
coming  from  the  grammar  school  in  the  neighborhood 
there  are  people  living  in  the  clock  tower,   there  are 
people  living  in  the  new  condominiums  being  built  down 
the  corner  and  up  the  other  street  and  this  would  just 
make  the  street  an  untenable  street  and  not  a  viable 
street  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

I  believe  that  the  people  here  should  strongly 

impose  the  —  oppose  the  introduction  of  any  wrongly 

placed  freeways  and  off  and  on-ramps  such  as  the 

Embarcadero  Freeway.     We  must  strive  to  keep  our  city 

as  useful  and  convenient  for  living,    working,    and  more 

particularly,   parking,   which  the  Alternative  3  would 

take  out  of  use. 
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We  should  also  join  together  to  defeat  any 
attempt  by  any  government  agency  to  encroach  on  our 
present  viable,    and  highest  use  of  the  land  of  our  city 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  we  are  only  a  city  of  seven  by 
seven  miles.     We  strove  for  years  to  get  mixed-use 
neighborhoods.     That  was  one  of  the  big  things  about 
business  being  without  mixed  use  and  being  a  desert 
land  at  night.     So  now  that  we  have  the  mixed-used 
neighborhood,   we  seek  to  destroy  that  neighborhood  by 
emptying  a  freeway  right  into  the  heart  of  the 
mixed-use  neighborhood. 

The  investment  in  time,   money,    and  caring  of 
hundreds  of  people  would  be  destroyed  by  this 
misapplication  of  property  use  in  bringing  the  freeway 
and  emptying  it  off  into  Second  Street  and  up  Stillman 
Street  which  would  destroy  all  the  parking   in  the  area 
also . 

I  strongly  urge  you  and  your  people  to  vote 
against  Alternative  3.     I  think  it  is  an  exercise  in 
futility  and  if  there  are  any  reasons  for  doing  it  that 
are  not  consistent  with  the  welfare  of  the  people  in 
the  neighborhood,    they  should  be  abandoned.      In  other 
words,    if  there  are  any   interests  that  are  encroaching 
upon  the  thinking  of  the  people  that  have  the   final  sav- 
in this,    they  should  take   into  consideration  that  the 
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people  in  the  neighborhood  are  strongly  against  it,  not 
only  in  the  interest  of  their  own  property,   but  in  the 
interest  of  the  public  welfare  of  our  great  city. 

That  you  very  much. 

MR.    CRUZ:     Thank  you,   Mr.  Cort. 

Our  next  speaker  is  Stewart  Morton. 

MR.    MORTON:      May  I  speak  later,  please? 

MR.    CRUZ:  Surely. 

Francis  Mathews. 

MR.   MATHEWS:     My  name  is  Francis  Mathews.  I 
own  two  properties  that  are  —  would  be  adversely 
affected  on  Stillman  Street,   which  is  where  the 
Alternative  3   is  proposed  to  come  through. 

A  brief  history  —  I  have  been  in  the 

neighborhood   for  a  little  over  eight  years  and  we  have 

really  enjoyed  quite  a  renaissance  in  the  neighborhood. 

Many  of  the  abandoned  warehouses  have  been  transformed 

into  condominiums  and  to  art  galleries  and  into 

restaurants,    and  it  has  really  been  exciting  to  see 

that.      I  have   initiated  a  street  tree  planning  program 

with  my  neighbors  and  we  have  planted  over  250  trees  on 

Stillman  Street  down  Bryant  out  into  the  South  Park  and 

this   is  something  that,    as  property  owners  and  tenants, 

we  all  got  our  hands  dirty  alike  and  got   involved  with 

it.      So  there  is   —  you  know,    I  think  that  you  you 
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might  .be  missing  the  energy  and  enthusiasm  that  a 

neighborhood  has   for  the  quality  of  life  that  exists 

there  now. 

Second  Street   is  certainly  the  most 

pedestrian-friendly  street  in  the  South  of  Market 

corridor.      It  is  tree-lined,    a  lot  of  energy  was  put 

into  the  Marathon  Plaza  to  create  that  nice  drinking 

fountain  area   and  —  or  water  fountain  area   for  lunches 

and  where  have  you. 

I  brought  along  some  photos  that  I  had 

enlarged  from  a  walk  I  took  last  week  and  it  shows  the 

several  --  I  would  like  to  enter  them  into  the  record 

if  that's  —  all  the  photos  were  taken  in  our 

neighborhood  and   it  shows  the  preschool  kids  that  are 

coming  from  the  office  buildings  that  are  now  in  the 

South  of  Market  area.      From  a  marketing  standpoint,  it 

seems  that  most  office  buildings  over  100,000   feet  now 

have  their  own  child  care  centers  and  they  all  frequent 

South  Park.      So  all   during  the  morning  and  afternoon, 

you  will   see  groups   of  small   children,    as  pictured  in 

these  photographs,   that  use  Second  Street,    and  that 

underscores  the  type   of  pedestrian  activity  that  is 

there  right  now. 

In  closing,    I   would  hope  that  we   can   --  you 

can  get  the  word  out  a   little  bit  more.      It  was  only 
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through  the  activities  of  one  of  the  residents  that  we 
even  knew  about  the  —  this  scoping  meeting.  Something 
as  important  to  our  neighborhood  as  this,  certainly 
should  have  been  sent  to,    you  know,    500,  600, 
1,000-foot  radius,    just  like  when  people  are  initiating 
a  building  permit  for  a  change  of  use  or  something  and 
that  certainly  wasn't  done.      I  can  tell  you,    from  the 
phone  calls  that  have  been  made,    that  it  is  going  to  be 
a  good  battle  if  you  want  to  pursue  this  alternative. 
Thank  you. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you. 
Mr.   Jim  Collins. 

MR.    COLLINS:      I  am  Jim  Collins.      I  have  a 
resident  at  414  Bryant  Street  at  the  corner  of  Second. 
I  am  not  affiliated  with  any  formal  group.     However,  I 
do  feel  that  I  represent  the  interest  of  residents  and 
businessmen  who  occupy  property  south  of  Market, 
especially  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Stillman  Street 
off-ramp  which  would  be  proposed  under  Alternative  3 
and  Alternative  7 . 

I  would  like  to  thank  the  board  for  this 

opportunity  to  voice  my  vehement  opposition  to  either 

of  Alternatives   3   or  7   or  any  alternative  that  calls 

for  the  construction   of  new  freeway  ramps   into  our 

city. 
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I  am  a  bit  astounded  by  these  alternatives 
because  the  City  Planning  Department  has  always  been 
against  bringing  additional  automobile  traffic  into  the 
downtown  area.     This   is  evidenced  by  the   fact  that 
during  the  80s,    any  office  building  that  was 
constructed  did  not  get  the  approval  to  build  a  parking 
garage.     It  is  also  evidenced  by  the  almost  annual 
increases  in  parking  taxes.     Now  the  City  Planning 
Department  and  Caltrans  are  proposing  to  turn  20  years 
of  planning  policy  on  its  ear  by  building  additional 
freeway  on  and  off-ramps   in  the  South  of  Market  area. 

Under  the  South  of  Market  zoning  and  control 
plan  which  the  City  Planning  Department  put  into  effect 
about  four  years  ago,    Second  Street  was  maintained  as 
an  area  where  properties  could  be  changed  in  use  and 
upgraded.     In  fact,   we  have  seen  abandoned  factories 
and  warehouses  turned  into  apartments,  offices, 
restaurants  and  art  galleries.     Now  the  City  Planning 
Department  and  Caltrans   are  proposing  to  put  a  freeway 
off-ramp  right  down  the  middle  of  this   once- improv ing 
area . 

Let  me  remind  you  that  as  these  property 
values   rise,    so  does   our  tax  base.      This   is   one   area  in 
the  city  which  has   seen   some   appreciation    in   the  past 
two  decades. 
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AS   far  as  mitigating  the  additional  traffic 
that  these  new  freeway  ramps  will  bring,    I  would  like 
to  point  back  to   1989   in  October  when  our  traffic 
problem  was  thrown  into  total  confusion  and  the  fact 
that  now  five  years  later,    not  much  has  changed.  I 
severely  question  whether  we  can  control  the  traffic  if 
we  are  encouraging  more  of  it. 

I  would  like  to  enter  in  the  record  a  picture 
of  gridlock  which  happens  typically  at  Bryant  and 
Second  Streets  during  the  commute. 

Finally,    I  would  like  to  point  to  the  last 

time  when  Second  Street  was  used  as  a  major  project  to 

facilitate  road  travel   from  the  financial  district  to 

the  South  of  Market  areas  and  back.     That  was   in  1854 

when  the  Second  Street  cut  was  made.      I  would   like  to 

quote  from  Dr.   Albert  Schumate's  study  on  Rincon  Hill 

in  South  Park  which  covers   a  lot  of   information  about 

Second  Street.     In  it  he  quotes  Historian  John  S. 

Hitell  who  wrote  nine  years  after  the  Second  Street  cut 

was  made,    that  the  work  was  done  but  the  predicted 

benefits   failed  to  make  their  appearance.     The  cut  has 

ugly,    steep  banks  which  has  slid  down  in  the  weather. 

Heavy  teams  have   found   it  more  convenient  to  pass 

through  other  streets   in  coming  and  going  to  the  South 

of  Market  area.     Rincon  Hill  has  lost  much  of  its 
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beauty  and  all  of  its  preeminence  as  a  district  for 
fashionable  dwellings.     The  most  active  advocates  of 
the  scheme  made  nothing  by  it  and  direct  expense  of 
this   improvement  was   $380,000,   while  the  loss  to  the 
citizen,    beyond  all  benefits,    was  not  less  than  1 
million  dollars.     Many  had  to  pay  for  the  errors  of 
judgment  committed  by  a  few. 

I  think  we  would  be  in  error  to  propose 
building  additional   freeway  ramps  in  San  Francisco  and 
I  ask  you  not  to  let  history  repeat  itself  on  Second 
Street. 

Thank  you. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you. 
Eula  M.  Walters. 

MS.   WALTERS:      I  speak  for  the  Citizens  for 

Open  Space  and  to  retain  the  Vaillancourt  Fountain.  I 

represent  a  large  group  of  citizens,    many  of  which 

live,    work,    and  play   in  the  part   listed  as   City  Plots 

202   and  203.      This   is  a  park  area  which  borders  on  the 

Embarcadero  East,    Davis  Street  West,    Clay  Street  South, 

Washington  Street  North.     Any  structures  built  on  this 

park  land  can  only  benefit  the  greed  of  developers.  It 

is  the   last  green  public  park  left   in  this   area.  A 

specific  city  planning  code   requires   that  a  certain 

amount  of  open  space,    downtown,    be  reserved  with  the 
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people  who  work  and   live  in  that  downtown  area. 

An  alternative  number  —  on  Alternatives  No.  3 
and  7  here,    under  the  site  marked  No.    8   to  reopen  Davis 
Street  between  Washington  Street  and  Clay  Street 
providing  two  southbound  lanes  —  doing  this  would  cut 
across  the  west  end  of  the  park  which  I  just  speak  of, 
where  a  narrow  four-foot  walkway  now  exists.  Further, 
the  increase  in  traffic  would  impact  greatly  on  the 
residents  who  live  at  Washington  and  Davis.  The 
pollution,   noise  that  this  road  would  cause  would 
increase  the  health  hazards  that  already  exist. 

Already,    since  the  removal  of  the  Embarcadero 

Freeway,   traffic  has  increased  to  such  great  extent 

that  six  stop  lights   in  only  three  blocks  have  been 

placed  on  Drum  Street  between  Washington  and  Market 

Street  —  only  three  blocks,    six  stop  lights.     We  who 

live  in  this  central  Embarcadero  area  near  the  Ferry 

Building,    expected  improvements  in  our  daily  living 

conditions,   but  what  has  actually  happened,   that  is, 

improvements  after  the  Embarcadero  Freeway  was  taken 

down  —  but  what  has  actually  happened  is  that 

pollution  and  noise  and  dangers   in  crossing  the  streets 

has   increased.     We  urge  that  no  building  or  roads  be 

permitted  on  this   open  park  land.      This    is   not   just  an 

ordinary  piece  of  real   estate.      This  park  land,    I  will 
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site   again  as  Plots   202,    203.      And  also  that  the 
Vaillancourt  Fountain  remain  in  place. 

I  am  against,    and  the  people  I  represent  are 
against  No.    3   and  No.    7.      I  think  the  gentleman  who 
just  spoke  expressed  that  in  a  very  good  way. 

Thank  you. 

If  I  were  going  to  be  for  an  alternative,  it 
would  be  for  4 . 

MR.    CRUZ:     Thank  you. 
Vernon  DeMars. 

MR.    DEMARS:      Good  afternoon.      I'm  Vernon 
DeMars  and  I  am  a  partner  of  DeMars  and  Maletic, 
Architects  and  Planners,   who  are  not  part  of  the  city's 
structure  nor  organization,   and  someone  else  mentioned 
not  being  pro  bono         I  have  been  working  since  1989, 
really,    pro  bono  on  the  project,    particularly  centered 
in  front  of  the  Ferry  Building  and  the  plaza  there  and 
so  forth. 

At  first   in  our  work  on  this,    we  had         and  I 
also  have  been  a  member  of  the  Citizens'  Advisory 
Committee  on  the  Central  Embarcadero  from  that  time.  I 
and  my  partner,   Mr.   Maletic,    have  developed  a  scheme, 
made  a  model  and  so  forth,    again,   pro  bono,   but  this  is 
not  the  point.      It  is   simply  that  we  have  been  working 
on  this   for  several  years  and  our  scheme  has  been 
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introduced  into  the  environmental  study  process  and  was 
included  by  a  vote  of  city  —  the  city  departments  and 
so  forth.      We  apparently  are  still   in  —  and  the 
nearest  definition  to  our  scheme  is  No.    7.     However,  it 
only         it  only  represents  a  portion  of  our  proposal. 
As  a  matter  of   fact,    within  the  last  two  weeks  we  have 
taken         we  have  removed  and  replaced  the  notion  of  an 
underpass  completely  now  and  are  proposing  that  this  — 
that  the  northern  route  of  the  Embarcadero  continue 
through,   past  the  Ferry  Building  on  the  surface. 

We  have  come  to  this  conclusion  after  seeing 
the  costs  that  have  been  projected  for  it  and  you  might 
say  the  guestimates  of  these  costs.     So  in  a  sense, 
proposing  to  cut  the  Gordian  knot  and  drop  this  out  so 
that  we  don't  have  this  to  speculate  on  or  other  people 
to  do  so. 

We  find  that  this  can  be  done  without  losing 

the  main         our  main  interest  in  the  thing  is  to  have  a 

magnificent  plaza   in  front  of  the  Ferry  Building  and 

one         we  are  a   little  bit  curious  that  on  Page  11  it 

says  the  potential  effects  on  the  following  features 

will  be  considered   in  the  EIS/EIR.     The  second  line 

speaks   of  visual   quality,    esthetics,    including  urban 

design  and  views.      These  apparently  are  not  part  of 

what   is  being  discussed  today,   but  we  wish  to  point  out 
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that  the  elements   of   our  plan  that  we  have  been 
spending  most  of  the  time  working  on  —  this  is  not 
ignoring  the  practical  matters  of  the  traffic  and  so 
forth  and  which  has  been  pretty  well  worked  out  with 
the  Department  of  Public  Works.      But  the  number  of 
elements  of  our  proposal  are  about  twelve  and  when  we 
dropped  out  the  underpass,    that  simply  removed  one  of 
the  twelve  and  not  the  most  important. 

I  would  like  to  have  ray  associate,  Mr. 
Maletic,   give  you  a  more  thorough  description  of  what 
the  actual   elements   are  of  our  scheme  which  is  being 
called,    up  to  last  week.   Alternative  5.      Now  I 
understand   it  is  to  be  Alternative  7   again.      So  we 
accept  —  we  will   except  that,    and  I  would  like  to 
introduce  Mr.    Maletic.      Is  that  possible  to  have  him  -- 
MR.    CRUZ:      Yes.      Mr.   Maletic   is  next   in  line. 
MR.    DEMARS:  Thanks. 

MR.    MALETIC:      Thank  you.      My  name   is  Carl 

Maletic.      I  am  Vernon's  partner  in  our  firm  of  DeMars 

and  Maletic.      I  would   like  to  speak  on  Alternative  7 

which  is  the  Embarcadero  Surface  Roadway  with  no 

underpass.      This  previously  was  noted   in  the 

Mid-Embarcadero  Roadway  EIS/EIR  as  Alternative   E  with 

an  underpass.      At  this   point   it   is   the   same   project  but 

with  no  undergrounding .      It  was  most   closely  described 
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today  on  board  —  the  board  labeled  at  the  back  of  the 
room  as  Alternative  No.    7.      Its  basic  design  and 
arrangement  responds  to  criteria  developed  over  the 
last  several  years  by  the  Citizen's  Advisory  Committee 
for  the  Embarcadero  Project  —  the  CACEP. 

These  criteria  were  outlined  in  a  document 
dated  October  15,    1991  which  states,    among  other  goals, 
to  create  a  grand  civic  space  at  the  foot  of  Market 
Street  which  reflects  the  scale  of  the  Ferry  Building 
which  reconnects  the  downtown  to  the  waterfront, 
accommodates  a  multitude  of  national   and  recreational 
activities  and  at  the  same  time,    serves  as  a 
transportation  hub  for  pedestrians,   bicycles,  ferries, 
streetcars,   buses,    subways,    and  cable  cars. 

Street  cars   should  be  routed  to  the   end  of 
Market  at  the  Ferry  Building  and  then  the  Steuart 
Street  loop  should  be  reconsidered.      It  should  create  a 
physical  and  visual  linkage  between  Water  and  Plaza 
through  and  around  the  Ferry  Building.      It  should 
preserve  the  architectural   integrity  of  the  Ferry 
Building  and  reflect  its  historic  use  and  character  in 
the  Plaza  design.     As  proposed  by  the  Port  of  San 
Francisco,    this  design   should  encourage  ferry 
passengers  to  use  the  Ferry  Building  as  the  actual 

portal  to  San  Francisco. 
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Now  I  would  just  like  to  introduce  into  the 
record  just  ten  brief  comments  of  the  criteria  that  was 
listed  in  the  CACEP  which  we  have  followed. 

No.    1,   the  grand  civic  space  at  the  foot  of 
Market  consists  of  two  elements  existing  just   in  Herman 
Plaza  and  Fountain  as  a  primary  people  gathering  place, 
the  adjacent  semi-circular  Ferry  Building  Plaza  as  the 
constantly  active  transportation  hub,   the  size  of 
London's  Trifalger  Square. 

No.   2,   three-lane  northbound  through-traffic 
roadway  passes  at  grade  and  directly  in  front  of  the 
Ferry  Building. 

No.    3,   the  three-lane  surface  roadway  for 
southbound  traffic  occurs  gently  around  a  semi-circular 
Ferry  Building  Plaza. 

No.    4,   the  MUNI  F-line  for  historic  street 
cars  circles  the  plaza  as  it  did  in  the  1930s. 

No.    5,   the  median  strip  location  for  the  MUNI 
light  rail  line,   the  LRV,    runs  the  full  length  of  the 
Embarcadero.     This  includes   in  front  of  the  E  Street 
row . 

No.    6,   the  California  Street  cable  car  line 
would  extend  to  the  Ferry   Building  Plaza. 

No.    7,    short-term  convenience  parking  would  be 

retained  in  front  of  the  north  and  south  wings  on 

i:  -  M 


ADAMS   CONVENTION   REPORTING      (415)    472-0  350 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
2  3 
24 
25 


30 

either  side  of  northbound  lanes. 

No.    8,   the  nearby  existing  statues  of  the 
city's   founders  are  given  a  place  of  honor  in   front  of 
the  Ferry  Building,    whose  central  area  will  be  a 
historical  museum  as  proposed  by  Architect  Ian  Paen  in 
the  1970s. 

No.    9,   the  three  arches  at  the  center  of  the 
Ferry  Building  will  be  open  through  to  the  bay  to  form 
both  actually  and  symbolically  the  gateway  to  the  city. 

No.    10,    a  genuine  Chinese  pavilion  would  be 
established  or  built  at  the  corner  of  Washington  Street 
and  the  Embarcadero  to  symbolize  the  gateway  to 
Chinatown . 

One  other  item  is  that  a  podium-height  garage 
with  tennis  courts  on  top  would  be  provided  at  the 
Golden  Gateways  corner  of  Washington  and  Drum  Street. 

In  addition,   we  have  proposed  that  the 
Washington  Street  and  Embarcadero   intersection  remain 
just  as   it   is  and  not  be  reconstructed,    thereby  saving 
the  city  some  money. 

In  addition,   we  would  suggest  that  the  MUNI 
bus  layover  be  reoriented  in  a  north-south  direction  to 
not   impede   into  the  Embarcadero  Roadway. 

That's  all  my  comments.      Thank  you. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you.      Philip  Hoffman. 
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MR.    HOFFMAN:      My  name  is  Philip  Hoffman.  I 
live  at  2560   Polk  Street  in  lower  Russian  Hill.      I'm  a 
lifelong  resident  and  I  would  like  to  touch  upon  what 
the  previous  speaker  said. 

I   think  all   this   freeway  business  could  be 
alleviated  somewhat  and  all  these  ramps  if  you  would 
push  ahead  with  the  F-Line.      As  you  could  probably  see 
around  the  Fisherman's  Wharf  area,    construction  is 
going  on  in  a  big  way  and  what  will  ultimately  happen 
is  there  will   a  gap  between,    say,    Broadway  and  the 
downtown  part  of  the  F-Line.      The  cars  are  already 
here.      They  have  been  accepted  by  MUNI   and  are  all 
ready  to  go. 

I  would  suggest  strongly,   to  help  the  tourist 
industry  and  to  keep  more  automobiles  out  of 
Fisherman's  Wharf  and  also  relieve  the  congestion  on 
the  cable  car  line,    that  the  F-Line  be  pushed  ahead  as 
rapidly  as  possible.      In  fact,    I  might  even  suggest,  if 
they  haven't  made  up  their  mind  on  what  to  do   in  front 
of  the  Ferry  Building,    you  could  even   lay  temporary 
track.      At  least  get  the  F  running  and  get   it  serving 
people.      You  can  always  move  the  track   if  you  have  to. 
I   think  this  would  relieve  a   lot   of  the  pressure  and 
everything  else  about  people  who  wish  to  bring  their 
cars   down  to   the   Fisherman's   Wharf  area. 
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So  I  would  suggest  just  get  moving  on  the 
F-Line  as   fast  and  as  far  as  possible  because 
everything  is  here  and  it  is  almost  ready  to  go. 

Thank  you. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you.     Arthur  Michel. 

MR.   MICHEL:      I   am  Arthur  Michel.      I   live  at 
1526th  Avenue  in  San  Francisco  and  I  basically  agree 
with  the  remarks  of  Mr.   Hoffman  who  preceded  me.  I 
think  we  should  seize  the  moment  and  do  everything  that 
we  can  to  encourage  people  to  use  public  transportation 
to  reach  any  point  along  the  Embarcadero  to  assist  the 
Fisherman's  Wharf  merchants  who  have  suffered  as  a 
result  of  the  transportation  inadequacies  to  their 
area. 

And  that  is  basically  what  I  would  like  to 
say,    that  we  emphasize  public  transit  and  as  people 
have  expressed  today,   not  route  automobile  traffic 
through  the  city  streets. 

Thank  you. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you.      Stewart  Morton. 
MR.    MORTON:  (Inaudible.) 
MR.    CRUZ:  Sure. 

* 

Bob  Tippits. 

F.   Joseph  Butler. 

MR.    BUTLER:      I   can't  possibly  withhold  good 
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afternoon.      I  participated  in  —  Joe  Butler.      I'm  an 

architect  in  San  Francisco.     I  participated  in  the 

Citizens'   Advisory  Committee  on  the  Embarcadero  Project 

and  what  seemed  like  interminable  meetings  with 

specific  requests  which  always  got  shot  down  because 

there  was  a   freeway  component  in  the  Mid-Embarcadero 

ramps  and  Bent  57  and  a  traffic  queuing  for  commuters 

trying  to  get  home  in  the  evening  and  what  we  really 

needed  for  Embarcadero  Plaza  could  never  be 

accomplished  of  all  that. 

Now  that  we  have  gotten  rid  of  that,    I  make  a 

modest  proposal  for  a  pedestrian  plaza   in  front  of  the 

Ferry  Building,   the  main  components  of  which  would  be  a 

turn-around  for  the  F-Line,   very  similar  to  the  one 

that  previously  existed  in  front  of  the  Ferry  Building, 

of  routing  of  traffic  around  the  Audiffred  Building  as 

if  it  were  a  median  and  then  holding  the  traffic  by 

going  south  on  Mission  and  holding  the  traffic  to  the 

urban  edge  of  the  plaza  —  not  running  it  in   front  of 

the  Ferry  Building,   but  holding  it  over  to  where  the 

buildings  are.      It  would  seem  then  that  the  plaza  would 

belong  to  the  water,    that  views  from  the  plaza  would  be 

unobstructed  and  access  from  the  plaza  to  the  water 

would  be  unobstructed  by  six   lanes   of  traffic. 

In  this  scheme,    either  three   lanes   in  each 
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direction  or  more  preferably,   two  lanes   in  each 

direction  could  be  accomplished  with  Steuart  Street  as 

the  southbound  three  lanes  and  the  actual  Embarcadero 

turning  left  on  Mission  and  then  right  again   in  front 

of         on  Steuart  as  three  lanes  in  the  northbound 

direction.     That  is  currently  sort  of  the  way  it  is 

running  now.      It  might  be  advantageous,   however,  in 

terms  of  slowing  the  traffic,   to  make  it  two  lanes 

southbound  on  Steuart  and  one  lane  northbound  on 

Steuart.     The  businesses  might  benefit  from  the  two-way 

traffic.     The  left  turns  that  would  —  left-turn  lanes 

that  would  required  at  the  edge  of  the  plaza  would 

hopefully  have  an  effect  of  slowing  the  traffic.  It 

depends  on  whether  we  want  a  freeway  here  or  a  plaza 

here.      I  propose  that  at  least  one  of  the  options  that 

should  be  considered   in  the  EIS/EIR  is   for  a  pedestrian 

plaza,    not  just  for  a  freeway. 

The  problem  with  the  two-level  Embarcadero 

Freeway  was  that  the  automobile  and  the  transportation 

element  of  the  plaza  was  allowed  to  dominate.     Most  of 

the  schemes  that  I  see  in  the  back  where  the  six  lanes 

of  traffic  run  in  front  of  the  Ferry  Building,    are  the 

same  scheme.     The  automobile  and  the  pedestrian  or  the 

transportation  element  of  the  plaza  is  allowed  to 

dominate  at  the  expense  of  the  pedestrian  experience 
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1  and  at  the  expense  of  the  gracious   front  porch  that  the 

2  Ferry  Building  deserves. 

3  This  is  a  city  which  was  —  which  prospered 

4  due  to  its  port.      It  was  selected  as  the  place  to  be  by 

5  those  who  brought  ships   into  the  bay  and  we  should 

6  acknowledge  that  and  make  this  plaza  the  beginning  of 

7  the  renewal  of  the  Port  of  San  Francisco. 

8  Thank  you  very  much. 

9  MR.   CRUZ:     Thank  you. 

10  Are  there  any  other  cards?     If  not,  Stewart 

11  Morton. 

12  MR.   MORTON:      Thank  you.      I  am  Stewart  Morton 

13  of  the  Russian  Hill   Improvement  Association.      I  have 

14  attended  almost  all   of  the  sessions  with  reference  to 

15  all  of  this  terminal   separator  and  the  Embarcadero 

16  Roadway. 

17  We  on  the  Russian  Hill  Improvement  Association 

18  do  approve  Alternates   3   and  7,   probably   favoring  7  and 

19  we  are  definitely  not  in  favor  of  5  and  6   and  we  are 

20  glad  that  that  is   totally  out  of  the   question,  thanks 

21  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors   a  week  or  so  ago.      We  have 

22  always  taken  the  stand  that  the  Embarcadero  Roadway 

23  should  be  treated  as   a   city  street  and   as  much  emphasis 

24  as  possible  to   left  turn   lanes  all   along   to  scoot 

25  the  —  to  diverse  the         to  move  the  traffic  that  is 
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northbound  into  a  westerly  direction  so  that   it  doesn't 
act  as  a  total   freeway-type  road.     We  are  very 
cognizant  of  the  fact  there  is  going  to  be  a  lot  of 
traffic  coining  off  of  1-280   at  Fifth  and  King  Streets 
which  will   lead  right  into  the  Embarcadero  Roadway. 
That  fact  also  strengthens  our  attitude  of  not  needing 
any  more  ramps  from  the  Bay  Bridge  or  Bayshore-Skyway 
area  leading  into  the  city.     There  will  be  great  access 
to  the  northern  waterfront  from  280   from  the  south,  at 
least . 

I  think  this  study  must  take  into  great 
consideration  how  much  traffic  is  going  to  be  there.  I 
don't  think  a  lot  of  people  that  speak  about  this  item, 
particularly  from  North  Beach  and  Fisherman's  Wharf  and 
from  Chinatown,  realize  how  much  traffic  is  going  to  be 
coming  off  of  280. 

We  are  also  delighted  that  the  undergrounding 
of  the  Embarcadero  Roadway   in   front  of  the  Ferry 
Building  has  been  eliminated.     We  are  very  much  in 
favor  of  emphasizing  the  Embarcadero  Roadway  as  a  city 
street,    as  many  signals  as  possible,   not  a  throughway, 
with  the  diversity  of  traffic   in  that  section   of  the 
city  as  much  as  possible. 

Thank  you. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you. 
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Bob  Tippits.     This  is  the  last  card.  Okay- 
That's  fine. 

Is  there  anyone  else  that  has  not  yet 
submitted  a  card  that  wishes  to  speak?     It  looks  like 
there  is  one  coining.     William  J.  Flynn. 

MR.    FLYNN:     Hi.     My  name  is  Will  Flynn  and  I 
am  appearing  as  a  citizen. 

There  is  a   few  points  I  want  to  make  about  the 
F-Line  and  the  importance  of  this  terminal  separator 
decision  concerning  the  F-Line.     The  F-Line  has  been 
approved,    it  has  been  funded,    and  yet  it  is  being  held 
up  because  of  this  construction.     It  is  very  important 
that  whatever  is  done,   that  the  F-Line  get  a  priority 
to  get  it  built  and  get  as  much  of  it  built  as 
possible,    and  even  if  the  last  little  bit  at  the  Ferry 
Building  isn't  finished,   that  can  be  connected  quickly. 

Secondly,    I  think  the  city  and  others  should 
consider  making  sure  that  the  F-Line  is  connected  so 
that   it  goes  to  the  south  as  well  and  there  can  be 
direct  service  from  the  Southern  Pacific  Station  to  the 
Fisherman's  Wharf  area. 

Finally,    I  think  that  the  importance   of  the 
F-Line   is  that  it  mitigates  many  of  the  complaints  of 
those  concerned  with  whether  people  can  get   from  other 
locations  to  Fisherman's  Wharf.      If  the  F-Line  is 
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connected,    then  there  will  be  a  great  many  more  options 
for  people  from  out  of  town.     For  example,   they  could 
park  at  the  Fourth  and  Townsend  Station  and  come  up  on 
the  F-Line,    they  could  park  out  in  many  other  areas  of 
the  city  and  ride  the  F-Line  up  to  Fisherman's  Wharf. 

So  I  came  here  in  order  to  express  concern 
that  the  F-Line  not  be  neglected  in  this  process. 

Thank  you. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you. 
Robert  Myers. 

MR.   MYERS:      Good  afternoon.      I   am  Robert 

Myers.      I  am  representing  two  groups  here  this 

afternoon  —  actually  three.      I'll  start  over  again  for 

the  recorder.      I'm  Robert  Myers.     I  am  representing 

three  groups  today.      I  am  here  on  behalf  of  the 

American  Institute  of  Architects,    San  Francisco 

Chapter,    I'm  here  representing  San  Francisco  Beautiful, 

and  I  am  representing  also  the  Folsom  Improvement 

Group,   who  you  have  heard  of  before.     These  are 

property  owners  on  Folsom  Street  east  of  Second  Street 

who  are  affected  and  very  pleased  by  the  removal  of  the 

terminal  separator  ramps.     All  three  of  those  groups 

are  delighted  that  Alternatives   5   and  6  will   not  be 

considered,    the  Caltrans  rebuild  considered.      All  three 

of  those  groups  have  taken  part  in  your  hearings  and  in 
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the  coalition,    the  citizen's  coalition  that  we  have 
been  working  with  for  the  past  18  months. 

The  Folsom  Street  group  is  especially 
concerned  about  the  possibility,    although  remote, 
although  just  a  concept,   that  the  prior  right-of-way, 
the  elevated  right-of-way  that  went  to  the  Embarcadero, 
would  be  used  as  the  new  Folsom  Street.      I  know  this  is 
just  a  concept.      I  have  heard  it  bandied  around.  They 
are  concerned  because  their  properties  would  then 
become  —  become  landlocked.     You  would  have  the 
existing  Folsom  Street  on  one  side  and  a  new  Folsom 
Street  that  would  connect  to  the  Embarcadero  on  the 
north  side.     They  are  very  concerned  about  that.  But 
basically,   we  are  very  pleased  that  there  is  no 
Alte«rnative  5   and  6. 

Thank  you  very  much. 

MR.    CRUZ:     Thank  you. 

If  there  is  no  one  else  then  at  this  point  who 
wants  to  speak,    we  will  wrap  things  up. 

MS.    GITELMAN:      I   just  wanted  to  say   —  well, 
recap  one  thing,   which  is  just  so  everybody 
understands.     We  have  been  talking  about  a  lot  of 
different  alternatives  here  and  they  all   have  numbers 
and  we  haven't  been  referring  to   names   and   it  can  be 
very  confusing. 
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This  process   is   intended  to  get  your  input  on 
which  alternatives  we  should  study.     At  this  point,  the 
city  has  not  made  a  decision.     The  Board  of  Supervisors 
have  said  they  would  prefer  that  we  study   1,    2,    3,    or  4 
and  that  we  not  study  5   or  6 .      We  want  to  hear  from  the 
public,   does  anybody  want  5  or  6,    does  anybody  not  want 
5   or  6,    and  what  about  other  ideas.      People  have  spoken 
today  and  thought  of  other  ideas,   people  have  suggested 
that  they  disagree  with  other  alternatives,   with  1,  2, 
3,    or  4 ,   and  this  is  all  the  kind  of  information  we 
need  . 

I  would  urge  you  to  submit  any  additional 
information  or  opinions  you  have  prior  to  the  deadline 
of  March  the  21st  and  that  way  we  can  make  our  decision 
about  the   final   alternatives  to  be  considered,    based  on 
the  greatest  quantity  of  input. 

Thank  you  very  much. 

MR.    CRUZ:      At  this  time   I  would  like  to 
identify  some  city  staff  that  are  here   in  the  room. 
The  room  will  be  open  for  the  duration  of  the  day 
somewhat  of  an  open-house  forum  and  then  again  we  will 
meet  at   5:30   for  another  version  of  what  we  have  done 
right  now. 

We  did  notify   in  the  scoping  notice  that  we 

would  take  public  comment  until  2:00  p.m.      So  while  I 
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4  1 

would  liXe  to  wrap  this   formal  part  up,    if  anyone  does 
show  up  we  can  still  accept  comment  into  the  record 
verbally  until  2:00  p.m. 

Other  than  myself  and  Hilary  Gitelman,  also 
present  is  Mr.   Ron  NorowsJci  from  MUNI,   who  is  there; 
Ms.    Rebecca  Colstram,   who  is  also  at  the  Office  of  the 
Chief  Administrative  Officer  and  the  Department  of  City 
Planning;   Ms.   Sharyn  Saslafsky  with  the  Office  of  the 
Chief  Administrative  Officer.     And  I  believe  that 
covers  city  staff         I'm  sorry.     Jack  Fleck  with  the 
Department  of  Parking  and  Traffic  an  Ron  Almatti  with 
the  Department  of  City  Planning  Transportation  Section. 

Any  of  these  people  would  be  able  to  help  you 
with  any  specific  questions  you  might  have  regarding 
the  alternatives         oh,    and  Mr.    Dan  Hodapp         some  of 
these  people  I   cannot  see         with  the  Port  of  San 
Francisco,   who  is  here  representing,    obviously,  the 
port. 

If  there  are  any  questions,    you  can   ask  any  of 
these  staff  people.      The  drawings  will   stay  up.  Feel 
free  to  walk  around,    look  at  the  drawings,    and  ask  any 
of  the  staff  people  any  specific  questions. 

Thank  you  very  much   for  your  attendance  and 

your  interest. 

[Whereupon,    the  hearing  concluded   at  2:00 
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o ' clock  p.m.] 

 oOo  
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STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY  OF  MARIN 


) 

)      ss . 

) 


I,   LORELEI  KRIEGER,   do  hereby  certify  that  the 
foregoing  transcript  was  reported  in  shorthand  at  the 
time  and  place  therein  stated.     I  further  certify  that 
the  foregoing  is  a  full,   true  and  accurate 
transcription  of  the  proceedings  to  the  best  of  my 
ability . 

I  further  certify  that  I  am  not  of  counsel  of 
attorney  for  either  or  any  of  the  parties  named  in  said 
action,   nor  in  any  way  interested  in  the  outcome  of  the 
caused  named  in  said  caption. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,    I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand 
affixed  my  seal  of  office  this       2'0..,<^   day  of 


j-xS^J?^    Lorelei  Kroger  \ 

a 

2  o.^.'  . 


nr.  .-^'^i^       Comm.  #983655  p. 


Csrrr;.  tUcres  Mirri  C  iK"'-' 


E-47 


WATERFRONT   TRANSPORTATION  PROJECTS 


CITY 


R-,SAN  FRANCISCO 


Public  Scoping  Meeting 
regarding 

Replacement  Alternatives 
for  the  Terminal  Separator 
Structure    (TSS)    and  the 
Elevated  Embarcadero 
Freeway 


Monday,    February   28,  1994 
5:40   o ' clock  p.m. 
455   Golden   Gate  Avenue 
Room  1194 

San   Francisco,  California 


Reported  by: 
LORELEI  KRIEGER 


ADAMS    CONVENTION  REPORTING 
16   Farm  Road 
San   Rafael,    California  94903 
(415)  472-0350 


E-49 


ADAMS    CONVENTION    REPORTING       (415)  472-0350 


1 

2 

-3 

4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
2  0 
2  1 
22 
2  3 
24 
25 


INDEX 

Pat  Flanagan   11 

Rose  Pak   15 

Enid  Lim   IS 

Wai   Ching  Kwan   22 

Steve  Van  Pelt   23 

Andreas  Kyriabou    25 

Nico  Letunic   27 

Sue  Hestor   29 

Norman  Rolfe    .   36 

Michael   Levin   39 

Jim  Haas   42 

Andy  Nash   46 

Rick  Laubscher   48 

Joe   Butler   51 

Eula  Waters   52 

Carl   Maletic   53 

Ian  Ayers   56 

Tito   Patri   58 

Sue  Hestor   60 

Francis  Mathews   63 

Michael   Levin   64 

Andrew  Vesslinvotch   65 

 oOo  


K  -  5  1 


ADAMS    CONVENTION   REPORTING       (415)  472-0350 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

2  0 

2  1 

22 

2  3 

2  4 

25 


1 

MONDAY,    FEBRUARY    28,    1994  5:40    O'CLOCK  P.M. 

 oOo  

MR.    CRUZ:      Good  afternoon.      I  would  like  to 
start  this   afternoon  as  per  the  agenda  we  are  going 

to  start  with  some   introductory  remarks,    go  over  some 
brief  explanation   of   the  alternatives   and  then  Ms. 
Hilary  Gitelman   from  the  Department  of  City  Planning 
Office  and  Environmental  Review  will  go  over  the 
environmental  process. 

After  that,    we  will  take  public  comment.  If 
you  would   like  to   speak,    please  fill   out  one  of  the 
cards  that   is   in  your  package  and  turn  that  into  us. 
After  that,    we  will   have  a   session   for  questions  and 
answers  based  on   any  questions  that  might  have  come  up 
either  during  this    introductory  presentation   or  during 
some  of  the  comments   that  have  been  made  by  the  public. 

What   I  would   like  to  do   is   just  go  over  a  bit 
of  the  history.      I   know  some  of  you  know  this 
information   intimately,    but  I  would   like  to  go  through 
some   of   it   for  anyone  who  might  be  new  to  the  process. 

These  projects   all   originated   as   a   result  of 

the  Loma  Prieta  Earthquake   on  October  17,  1989. 

Previous  to  that   there  were   in  operation   two  freeway 

systems   --   the   terminal   separator  structure  which  took 

traffic   off   of   the  main   line   and   fed   it   into  what  was 
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known  as  the  Embarcadero  Freeway  or  State  Route  480 
along  the  Embarcadero  right-of-way. 

In  July  of  1990,    the  city  requested  that 
Caltrans  and  the  Federal   Department  of  Transportation 
support  the  city   in  seeking  alternatives  to  a  full 
rebuild  of  the  Embarcadero  Freeway  after  the   state  had 
determined  that  it  needed  to  be  demolished  and  then 
reconstructed  in  kind. 

In  September  of  1990,    the  board  held   a  hearing 
to  consider  the  demolition   of  the  Embarcadero  Freeway 
itself  and  later  that  month  the  board  voted  to  support 
for  the  demolition  of  the  Embarcadero  Freeway. 

In   1991,    the  Federal   Department  of 
Transportation  approved   expenditures   of   58.5  million 
dollars   in   federal  ER  funds   for  the  replacement  of  the 
Embarcadero  Freeway.      In  October  of    '91,    the  state 
passed  Senate  Bill   181  which  approved  replacement  of 
State  Route  480,    dedesignated  that  area   out  of  the 
highway   system  and  indicated  that  both  ER   funding  and 
the   land  that  was   previously   owned  by  the   state  would 
be  made   available  to  the  city  upon  the  city's 
completion  of   study   of   alternatives,    and  the   state  and 
federal   approval   of   the   final   alternative  to  be 
constructed   for  replacement. 

In  August  of   1992,    the  city  began  an 

E-54 


ADAMS    CONVENTION   REPORTING       (415)  472-0350 


1 

3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
2  0 
2  1 
22 
2  3 
2  4 
2  5 


3 

environmental   impact  statement,    impact  report   for  the 
replacement  of  the  Embarcadero  Freeway.      In  1992, 
Caltrans   also  began  demolition  of  the  terminal 
separator . 

Upon  completion  of  the  demolition   in  September 
of   1993,    many  of  the  citizens  of  San  Francisco  had 
questioned  whether  the  terminal   separator   itself  should 
be  replaced  in  kind.      Through  an  effort  by  some 
citizens   and  some  considerations  by  the  mayor  and  the 
Board  of  Supervisors   on  March   22nd  of   1993,    the  Board 
of  Supervisors  unanimously  passed  a  resolution  asking 
Caltrans  to  postpone  their  advertisement  for  a 
reconstruction  effort  and  to  work  with  the  city  toward 
identifying  alternatives.      The  Department  of  City 
Planning  took  the   lead   in   an   analysis   of  alternatives 
and  qualitatively  studied  the   impacts   of  these 
a 1 ternat ives . 

Finally,    on  August   23rd,    1993,    the  board 
passed  another  resolution  asking  that  the   staff  analyze 
quantitatively  the  transportation   impacts   of  the 
alternatives   that  had  been   identified   up  to  that  date. 
On   February  14th,    1994,    the   city   staff   presented  a 
report  to  the   Board   of   Supervisors    identifying  six 
alternatives   and   requesting   that   the   board  approve 
combination  of  the  terminal   separator  structure, 
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Mid-Embarcadero   into   one  project  and  one  environmental 
document . 

In  your  handout  you  received,    entitled  the 
workbook  for  the  public  scoping  meeting,  the 
alternatives   are  visually  described   starting   on  Page 
13.      I   would   like  to   just  quickly  run  through  those 
alternatives. 

Alternative   1   is   a  no-build  alternative, 
meaning  that  structurally  and  operationally  all   of  the 
existing  conditions  would  remain  out  to  the  year  2015 
which   is  the   study  year   for  this   alternative   --  excuse 
me   --   for  this  project. 

Under  Alternative   2,    the  proposal    is  a 
no-build   for  the  terminal   separator  structure. 
Therefore,    no  new  construction  or  operational  changes 
would  be  made   and  the  Embarcadero   itself  would  be  -- 
the  Embarcadero  Freeway  be  would  be  replaced  with  a 
roadway  on  the  Embarcadero   surface  running  with  three 
lanes    in  each  direction  at   the  peak  hours   and  during 
off-peak  hours   one  of  those   lanes   being  converted  into 
parking . 

Alternative   3,    the   first   alternative  which 

identifies   a   replacement   for  both  the  terminal 

separator   and  the   Embarcadero   Freeway,  envisions 

modifying   the   Fremont   Street   off-ramps    so   traffic  would 
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be  able  to  access   Folsom  Street  directly,  modifying 
Essex  Street  which  now  operates  as  a  mixed-use  so  that 
it  would  be  high  occupancy  vehicles  or  car  pools  only, 
having  Third   Street   remain   as   it  does  today  with  the 
existing  restriping  entering  the  Bay  Bridge.  The 
off-ramp  at  Fremont  and  Harrison  Streets  would  remain 
as   it  does  today.      The  Sterling  Street  on-ramp,  also 
sometimes   referred  to  as  the  Bryant  Street  on-ramp, 
would  change  from  HOV  to  mixed-use. 

Finally,    new  ramps  would  be  constructed.  An 
on-ramp  on  Harrison  Street  near  Second  that  would  take 
people  and  access  the  main  line  80  West  and   101,  280 
South  and  a  new  off-ramp  which  would  come   into  Second 
Street,    again   feeding   from   101  and  280   into  80  East  and 
down   into  the   city  streets. 

Alternative   4   on   Page  16   is   a  scaled-back 
version  of  Alternative   3.      The  Embarcadero,    again,  is 
like   it   is   on  the  previous   two  alternatives  with  three 
lanes,    two  at  the  non-peak  hour. 

The   significant  difference  between   3   and   4  is 
the  absence  of  the  new  ramps   which  were   the  on-ramp 
from  Harrison   Street   near  Second   and   the   off-ramp  into 
Second  Street- 
Alternative    5    on    Page    17    proposes   a  full 

rebuild   of  the  terminal   separator   including  the  Mam 
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and   Beale  ramps   and   a   surface   Embarcadero  very  similar 
to  the  previously   described  with  the  major  exception 
that  there  would  be   four  lanes   in  each  direction,  three 
at  all   times   and  the   fourth  being  an   off-peak  parking 
lane. 

Alternative  6  on  Page  18,    again,    is  a  full 
rebuild  of  the  terminal   separator  structure  with  an 
Embarcadero  replacement  which   is  predominantly  surface 
with  the  exception  of  northbound  traffic  going 
underground  just  past  Mission  Street   and  emerging  again 
on  the  Embarcadero  before  Washington   Street.  The 
southbound  roadway   in  this   alternative  would   also  curve 
away   from  the   Ferry   Building  westward  between  the  areas 
of  Washington  Street  and  Mission  Street. 

Of  these   six  alternatives,    the  board 
resolution  did  direct  staff  to  move   forward  with  the 
scoping  meeting   for  Alternatives   1  through   4.  The 
board  resolution   also   indicated  that  the  city  did  not 
support  any  attempts   for  a   full   rebuild   and  that 
Alternatives   5   and   6,    as  outlined   in  this   report,  need 
not  be   further  analyzed   in  the  environmental  process. 

Another   alternative   which  was    suggested  and 

has   changed   slightly,    even   from  the   time  that   it  was 

printed   and  put   in  your   scoping  report         Alternative  7 

on   Page   19,    envisions  terminal   separator  ramps 
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replacement  exactly  as   those   identified   in  Alternative 
3.      For  the  Embarcadero ,    it  envisions  a  surface 
alternative  predominantly.      The  changes  that  have  been 
made   from  the   time  of  this  printing  to  today   are  that 
the  northbound  roadway  would  remain  on  the  surface  for 
the  entire  duration  on  the  Embarcadero  while  the 
southbound  lane  would  still   curve  away  from  the  Ferry 
Building  between  Washington  and  Mission  Street. 

According  to  the  board  resolution,    we  are  also 
to  study  an  alternative  which  might  offer  better  access 
to  the  Embarcadero  directly.     We  are  still   working  at 
the  staff   level  with  representatives   from  citizens' 
groups   to  try  to   identify   if  that  alternative   in  fact 
does   exist  and   if  so,    it  would  be  added  to  the 
environmental  process  as  an  alternative. 

What   I  would  like   to  do  next   is   ask  Ms.  Hilary 
Gitelman   from  the  Department  of  City  Planning  Office, 
Environmental   Review,    to  go  through  the  environmental 
process.      After  that,    we  will   take  comment,    again  based 
on  the   comment  cards  which  you  have   received    in  your 
package,    and   then  we   will    close   out   with   any  questions 
that   you  might  have   based   on   anything   we   have  commented 
on   s  ince  5:30. 

Thank  you. 

MS.    GITELMAN:      Thank   you.      Good   evening.  As 
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Emilio   said,    I   am  Hilary  Gitelman  with  the  Department 
of  City  Planning,    Office  of  Environmental  Review  and 
with  my  colleagues,    we  will  be  supervising  a  team  of 
consultants  who  will  be  working  with  us  on  the 
Environmental   Impact  Report,    Environmental  Impact 
Statement.     We  will   also  be  coordinating  reviews  by 
staff  of  Caltrans  and  the  Federal  Highway 
Administration. 

I  wanted  to  briefly  summarize  the 
environmental   review  process  and  point  out  the  issues 
that  will  be   analyzed  as  part  of  this  process.  The 
first  step   in  the  environmental   review  process  and 
we  have  been  here  before  when  this  project  was   only  the 
Mid-Embarcadero  Project.      Now  it  has  been  expanded  to 
also   include  the  terminal   separator  structure 
alternatives   and  that   is  the   scoping  meeting   and  the 
scoping  process. 

People  have   asked  me,    how  should   I   comment  -- 
in  writing,    orally,    what  should  I   do?     Either.      You  can 
comment   orally  now,    you  can  give  us  your  written 
comments  now,    or  you  can  submit  comments   in  writing 
until   the  end   of  the  day  on  March  the  21st.      All  of 
those   comments   will    be   given   equal  weight   and   we  urge 
as  many  people   as   possible   to  participate. 

Following  March   21st   and  the   end   of  the 
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scoping  process,    there  will  be  a  decision  regarding 
which  of  all   of  these  alternatives  will  be  carried 
forward  into  the  environmental  document   for  analysis 
throughout  this  process. 

The  second  step  of  the  process   is  actual 
development  of  background  technical   studies  and  a  draft 
EIS/EIR.      The  state  and   federal  agencies  need  to 
approve  that  document  before   it  can  be  released  for 
public  comment,    but  that  release  and  publication   is  the 
third  step   in  the  process.      When  the  document   is  ready 
and  everybody  says  okay  go  with  it,    it   is   released  for 
public  review,    there   is   a   formal   review  period.  There 
will   be  another  formal   public  hearing,    such  as  this,  in 
front  of  the  City  Planning  Commission  and  anybody  who 
wants   to  will  be  able  to  speak  about  the  document, 
about   its   scope  and  analysis. 

The   fourth  step,    after  we  get  all  your 
comments,    we  respond  to  them   in  writing  and  we  develop 
a   final   EIS/EIR   for  public   review  and   for   the   use  of 
decision  makers  who  will   ultimately   decide   what  project 
to  approve  and  to  fund. 

So  just  to   kind  of   recap,    the  formal 

opportunities    for  public   comment   --   one   starts  today 

and   continues   through  March   the   21st.      The  second 

formal   opportunity   for  public   comment  will   be   when  the 
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draft  EIS/EIR   is   ready   for  public  review.      There  will 
be   a   lengthy  public  review  period  of   45   days   and  a 
public  hearing  where  anybody  can  get  up  and  submit 
written  or  oral  testimony. 

I   also  wanted  to  point  out  the   issues  that  we 
will   analyze   as  part  of  this   effort.      They  are  actually 
listed   for  you  on  Page   11   of  the  workbook.      While  this 
is  a  transportation  project  and  clearly  transportation 
issues   are  central  to  what  we  are  doing,    many,  many 
other  environmental   issues   are  equally   important  and 
they  will   all   be   looked  at  as  part  of  this  process. 
Any   questions  you  have  about  that   list  or  about  what  I 
have   said   in  terms  of  the  process,    I  would  be  happy  to 
answer  once  we  get  your  comments   and  that   is   really  the 
focus   of  this  meeting.      So   Emilio,    maybe  we   should  go 
on  to  that. 

MR.    CRUZ:      We  will   begin  with  the  public 
comment  based  on  the  cards   as   submitted.      When  you  come 
to  the  microphone,    please  restate   for  the   record  your 
name   and  your  affiliation,    if  any. 

Our  first  speaker  will  be  Nico  Letunic. 

MR.    LETUNIC:      I   am   not   yet   ready   to  speak. 
Could  you   call  me  later? 

MR.    CRUZ:  Surely. 

Pat   Flanagan.      Before  you  start,    Mr.  Flanagan, 

E-62 

ADAMS    CONVENTION    REPORTING       (415)  472-0350 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

2  0 

21 

22 

2  3 

2  4 

2  5 


11 

we  would  ask  that  each  of  the  speakers  hold  their 
comments  to  three  minutes.      In  the  morning,    that  was 
adequate  time   for  everybody  to  express  their  comments. 
Thank  you. 

MR.    FLANAGAN:      My  name  is   Pat  Flanagan, 
representing  Fisherman's  Wharf  Merchants'  Association. 

I  would  like  to  get  a  clarification  before  I 
speak.      Is  that  true  that  Option   6         5   and  6  that 
include  terminal   separators,    still  have  a  possibility 
of  being   approved   even  though  the  city  and   Board  of 
Supervisors  have  asked  only  —  I  mean,    why  are  they  in 
this   scoping   study  if  they  are  no   longer  an 
alternative? 

MR.    CRUZ:     They  are  not   in  the  scoping 
process.      They  are   in  your  workbook  simply   for  the 
purpose   of   identifying  what  has  happened  up  to  today's 
date.      The   alternatives  which  are  being   considered  at 
this  point  are  the  ones  that  are  shown  on  the  boards  in 
back  which   are   1,    2,    3,    4,    and  7. 

MR.    FLANAGAN:      So    it   would   be  fruitless, 
really,    to  write   any   comments   urging  those  other 
a Iternat ives? 

MR.  CRUZ:  No.  It  would  not  be  fruitless.  If 
you  do  have  a  preference  towards  those  alternatives,  we 
would   like   to  know  that   at   this  point. 
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1  MR.    FLANAGAN:      I   guess  what  my   concern  is, 

2  relating  just  to   the   four  alternatives   that  we  are 

3  looking  at  today  with  no  terminal   separators  involved, 

4  that  there   is   an   important  need  to  go  back  to  the  1-280 

5  study  and   the   impacts   on  traffic   congestion   in  the 

6  downtown   section   as   well   as  to  go  back  to   look  at  the 

7  downtown  plan  which  was   an  EIR  done  by  the  City  of  San 

8  Francisco.      And  perhaps   there  must  have  been  an  EIR 

9  originally  on  Yerba   Buena  Center.      All   these  EIR's  show 

10  traffic   impacts   in  each   individual  project  but  they 

11  don't  show  the   cumulative   impact   on  the  areas  where 

12  these  off-ramps   and   on-ramps   are  coming  down  into 

13  Second,    Third,    up   to  Seventh  Street. 

14  I  believe  that  they  are  going  to  have  negative 

15  impacts   on  traffic  that   is  going  to  demand  really 

16  creative  mitigation  by  the  city  and  state  and  have  an 

17  impact   on  the   development   in  that  area   that  --  the 

18  danger   is   really  to  cut  off  north  and  south  access  from 

19  people  that  are   not  using  the  Bay  Bridge  because  they 

20  can't  get  to   the   north-south  access   on  the  Embarcadero 
because  there   is   gridlock  surrounding  all   accesses  to 

2  the  Embarcadero.      I   think  that   if,    in  the  purpose  of 

23  developing   the  EIR  --   if  we  went  back  to  try  to 

cumulatively   add   the    impact   of   the     present   EIR's,  then 

we  would   see   that  maybe   --  what  kind   of  mitigation  is 
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necessary  under  one  of  these   four  alternatives. 

The  other  important  thing  is  that         I  sit 
also  on  the  Prop-H  Committee   for  the  Port  of  San 
Francisco  that  is  doing  land  use  planning  along  the 
entire  waterfront.      From  Day   1  we  have  been  requesting 
from  the  port  a  transportation  study  along  the 
waterfront  and  to  date,    as   recently  as   last  week,  they 
have  refused  to  give   it  to  us  with  the  explanation  that 
we  don't  need  to  do  a  traffic  pattern  for  the 
waterfront,    but  as  the  projects  come  up,    we  will  then 
do  an  EIR  to  reanalyze   it.      Well,    that   is   a  very 
dangerous  approach  because   it   is  piecemeal   planning  as 
far  as  the  very  lifeblood  and  the  traffic  circulation 
patterns  of  the  waterfront,    which   is  state  land,  not 
city   land,    and  how  it   inter-relates  with  the   rest  of 
the  city  property,   much  of  which  comes   available  under 
one  of  these   four  alternatives. 

So   I   have  deep  concerns   and   I   think  that  there 
is  going  to  have  be  major  mitigation  to   the  northern 
waterfront,    particularly  Fisherman's  Wharf,  Chinatown 
community  and  even  some  parts   of   South   Beach.      And  that 
mitigation  cost  has   to  be  addressed   in   the  development 
of  the  EIR  and  what   kinds   of  mitigation.      I  mean, 
street   signs   are   not   going   to   do  it. 

Thank  you. 
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MS.    GITELMAN:      Mr.    Flanagan   and   for  others 
here,    we  didn't  want  to  give  you  the   impression  that  we 
weren't   interested  in  your  comments  on  Alternative  5 
and   6.      Absolutely  --   if  there  are  people  here  who 
favor  5   and   6   and  want  that  to  be  carried   forward,  we 
want  to  know  that.      Our  bosses,    the  Board  of 
Supervisors,    have  said  they  don't  want   it.      But   if  you 
think  differently,   we  want  to  know  that. 

MR.    FLANAGAN:      I  have  maintained  all   along  -- 
I  mean,    I  have  participated   in  the  1-280   study.  That 
was   a  process   of  two  or  three  years.      I   have  always 
strongly  supported  the  keeping  up  of  the   freeway,  but 
now  that  the   freeway  came  down,    I   am  also   in   favor  of 
keeping   it  down.      But   if  the   freeway  comes  down,  those 
original  preferred  alternatives   in  the   1-280  study 
clearly  show  the  need  to  carry  the  traffic  off  the 
bridge  of  the  terminal   separators.      Just  because  that 
study  has  been  gathering  dust,    I   think   it   is   still  -- 
the  basis   of  that  study  still   has   just  as  much  validity 
to   today  and  needs  to  be  --  certainly,    I  would  support 
the  terminal   separator,    at  least  one,    down   into  the 
Embarcadero  closer  to  bypass   some  of  the  gridlock  that 
is  going  to  occur   in  the   financial  district. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you.      Rose  Pak. 

MS.    PAK:      Hi.      I'm  glad   I   don't   see   all  the 
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technocrats   and  bureaucrats   sitting  here  collecting 
over-time  pay  at  my  expense. 

My  name   is   Rose  Pak,    representing  the  Chinese 
Chamber  of  Commerce.      I   am  here  to  demand  that  the  city 
give  maximum  attention  to   adequate  traffic   access  and 
parking  mitigation  to  the  dismantling  of  the  terminal 
separator  and  the  Embarcadero  Freeway  ramps. 

The  Chinese  Chamber,    as  you  know,  originally 
opposed  the  demolition  of  the  Embarcadero  Freeway, 
seeking  to  preserve  adequate  access  to  our  community. 
However,   we  subsequently  withdrew  our  opposition  when 
the   state  determined  that  the   freeway  could  not  be 
rebuilt  with   sufficient   level   of   seismic  safety 
assurances.      We  were  assured  by  both  the  city   and  the 
state  that  the  demolition  of  the  Embarcadero  Freeway 
would  be  compensated  with   comprehensive  traffic  access 
and   circulation  mitigation.      Aside   from   some  signage 
and   signal   improvements  that  took  over  two   years  to 
implement,    the  city   and   state  thus   far,    has   done  little 
to  truly  address   the   traffic   access   and  circulation 
problems . 

It   is   now  clear  to   us  that   the    future  of 
accessibility   to   Chinatown   and  other  neighborhoods  in 
the   northeast  sector   is    integrally   linked   to   the  future 
of   the   terminal   separator   structure   and   how  this 

ADAMS    CONVENTION    REPORTING       (415)  472-0350 


1 

2 

3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
1 1 
12 

1  3 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 

2  0 
2  1 
22 
2  3 
2  4 
2  5 


problem   is   finally  resolved. 

The  Chinese  Chamber  supported  the  rebuild 

alternative   for  the  terminal   separator  because   it  would 

provide   the  greatest  carrying   capacity   among  the 

alternatives  proposed  by  the  city,    namely,    No.    5   and  6. 

We  are  truly  dismayed  that  the  city  has  moved  so  fast 

on  rejecting  the  rebuild  alternative  without  extensive 

consideration  of  traffic  access  to  the  northeast  area 

of  San  Francisco.      We  suspect  that  real  estate 

interests  have   spurred  the   city's  policy  decisions 

surrounding  the  terminal   separator  issue.      Actually,  I 

think  it  is  the  biggest   land  grab  since  you  West  took 

over  California   from  the  Mexicans.      And  the  public 

has   —   and  the  public  has   not  been  given  sufficient 

information   on  the  total   picture   in   order  to  adequately 

assess   the   impact  of   any  of  these  alternatives   on  their 

respective  communities. 

We  will   be   asking   and  requiring  that   the  city 

provide   us   fully  with   information  about   all   of  the 

projects   that   are   ongoing,    be   it  the  terminal 

separator,    Embarcadero  Roadway,    MUNI   Turnaround,    all  of 

this.      We  have   a  vacuum   in   the  city   in   leadership  and 

as   Pat   Flanagan   said,    it  was   piecemeal   planning.  Every 

department   has   a   different   agenda   with   a  different 

director,    with  different  bosses.      In   one   area,    the  port 
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has   the  new  director  and  they  have  their  agenda  -- 
building  hotels   or  what  not  down  there.      And   I  suspect, 
Rudy,    you  know  with  your  department,    Emilio,    that  your 
MUNI   Turnaround  that  has  been  ongoing  for  years,  your 
budget  has   quadrupled  by  now  and   is  way  --   it  should 
have  been   finished  and   it  would  have  been  another  one 
of  those         the  jail  project  that  you  have  done  over 
budget   and,    you  know,    much  delays.      If   it  weren't  saved 
by  the  Loma  Prieta  earthquake,    I'm  sure  your  ass  would 
be  up   in  the   sling  there. 

A   lot   of  those  projects   and  then  all   of  a 
sudden   all   those   studies   are  done,    neighborhoods  done, 
and   then,    you  know,    your  train   station   now  move  to 
another  location.      I  wonder  who  owns   all  those 
properties   around   and  then   we   talk  about  arena 
downtown,    another  stadium  downtown.      Are   all    of  these 
neighborhoods   affected  being   informed?     We   couldn't  get 
anything  out   of  anybody  on   any  one  of  the  projects. 
The   final   costs  must  have   run   into  billions   of  dollars 
now   and  who  are  going  to  get   the   land?     Some   of  the 
land  will   be  turned   over  to  the  city  within   a   month  or 
so   and   some   of   the   lands   are   being   kept   by   Caltrans.  I 
don't  know  what   is   going   on.      So   I   will   be   demanding  in 
writing   in   a  week  or   so   that   you   provide  us   with   all  cf 
those   information.      Somebody   has   to   sit   down  and 
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evaluate  the  whole  thing  and  inform  the  public  about  it 
because  I'm  totally  confused. 

As   I  mentioned  before,    every  time  I  attend  one 
of  those  meetings,    you  have   34,    40  technocrats  and 
bureaucrats  working  part  time  on  this  thing.      We  have 
no  time  to  go  through  any  one  of  those  meetings,  four 
or  five  hours  throwing  all   those  map  at  me  that  I  can't 
read.      I  don't  want  to  be  a  transportation  expert.  So 
if  the  terminal   separator  is  not  rebuilt,    then  the  city 
must  provide  comprehensive  mitigation  plans  that  fully 
address   those   issues   and  elevate  the  traffic  access  and 
transportation  problems   in  the  whole  of  the  northeast 
sector . 

Thank  you. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you. 

MS.    PAK:      You  are   lucky  I   lost  my  voice 
running  the  parade.      Otherwise  you  would  hear  more. 
MR.    CRUZ:      Enid  Lim. 

MS.    LIM:      Hi.      I   am  Enid  Lim  and   I   am  here 
representing   the  members   of   the  Chinatown 
Transportation  Research   and   Improvement  Project. 

We  are  a  group  of   citizens   from  Chinatown 

working   in  and  around  and  have  a  great  deal   of  interest 

in  what  happens  with  traffic  patterns  and 

transportation   in  the  area..    We  can't  do  that   in  just 
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thinking  only  of   Chinatown  because  everything  that 
happens  within  the  city   impacts  upon   it.      We  consider 
ourselves   a   fairly  sophisticated  group  of  people  with 
understanding  of   and  the  ability  to  digest  the  city  as 
well   as  the  regional   transportation  and  traffic  issues, 
but  right  now  we  are  totally  confused. 

Because  of  the  numerous  projects,    this  whole 
tentacle,    this  whole  gigantic  squid  of  projects  that 
are  opening  up  because  of  what  had  happened   in  the 
earthquake,    you  know,    making  accessibility   into  our 
area  a   real   difficult  thing.     We  worked  with  the 
departments,    trying  to  get   information   for  people  to 
get   into  our  areas.      Then  this   last  year  we  had  to  find 
some  way  in  which  we  could  help  people  find  a  way  out 
of  the  area.      We  waited  a   little  longer   in  order  to  get 
that  going  because  we  want  to  keep  them  in  the  area. 
But  regardless,    you  know,    it  has  been  really  difficult 
and   it  has  been  a   real   economic  hardship  to  the  area. 

We  are   looking   at  ways   in  which  we  can 
understand  more  so  that  we   can  tell   our  people, 
particularly  when  they  are  demanding   from  us,    you  know, 
what's  happening  here,    what's  happening         what   is  this 
project,    why    is    it   --   how    is    it  going   to    impact  us? 
All   the  things   like   what   is   the  Embarcadero  Roadway, 
what's   the   open-space  project   going  down   in  the 
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Embarcadero,    what's   this  new  thing  with  the  terminal 
separator,    and  how  are  we  going  to  be  able  to  get  to 
our   friends   in  the  Bayshore  area  and  many  of  our  people 
who  work  in  Chinatown  living  down   in  the  Visitacion 
Valley  area.      What's   happening  with  Caltrans  because 
many  of  our  people  come   from  the  Peninsula,    et  cetera, 
et  cetera,    et  cetera,    et  cetera,    as  the  King  of  Siam 
would  say. 

And  we  are  really  having  trouble  with  trying 
to  digest  all   of  this  and  getting   it   so  that   it  can  be 
comprehensively  understood.      If  we  who         of  TRIP  -- 
who  are  supposedly  the,    quote,    unquote,    experts   in  the 
area   are  having  trouble,    imagine  what  Joe  Citizen  is 
feeling.      So  we  wish  we  had  a  program,    you  know,  like 
you   do  when  you  go  to  the  ball   game  which  would  tell  us 
how  to  keep  track  of   the  players.      What   are  their 
projects,    what  are  their  purviews,   what  are  their  time 
lines?     What  type   of   funding  are  they  getting,  what 
funding   is  available?     If  there   isn't  funding 
available,    where   do   they  hope   to  get   future   funding  in 
order  to   finish  the  projects   and  to  get  these  things 
on-line?     And  where  the  hell   does   all   of  this   fit  into 
the  total   city  master  plan? 

You  know,    when  we   speak  of   Chinatown  we  are 

not   just  speaking   of   the  physical   geographic  area  of 
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Chinatown,    because  Chinatown   is  practically  all  over 
the   city  now.      You  look  at  all  the  different  areas 
where  Chinese   live  and  work  and  have  businesses   and  we 
are  concerned  that  they  don't  get   left   out  of   it  also 
and  many  of  them  are  monolingual   speaking  so  they  come 
to  us   for   information.      Part   of  the  mitigation  areas 
that  we  were  looking  at  as   far  as,    you  know,    the  EIR 
studies  that  you  would  be  doing,    will   be  giving  us  a 
clearer  picture  of  who  has  what  jurisdiction   over  what, 
what   is  going  on,    and  giving  us  maybe  some  graphic  of 
some  sort  that  can  help  us  with  that. 

I   have  to  agree  with  Pat  Flanagan  when  he  was 
talking   about  the   1-280.      I  mean,    I   was    in   on   all  of 
that  too  and  you  know  that   I  have  been   in   on  a   lot  of 
the   CACs   and  attend   a  number  of  the  meetings.  And 
there  have  been  times  when   I   have  been   fairly  vocal  in 
giving  you  the   feelings   of   Chinatown   on  particularly 
the  accessibility  and  the  capacity  of  the   roadway  to 
bring   in  the   numbers   of  people  we   need   to   keep  our 
communities  going. 

We  are   finding  that  accessibility, 
particularly   from  South   Bay,    is  very,    very   poor.  And 
East   Bay   is   now   --   I   mean,    I    am   now   an   East  Bay 
citizen.      I   hate  to   tell   you   this   after   63    years  of 
being   a   San   Franciscan.      I    am   now   an   East    Bay  resident. 
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But   I   still  have  my  heart   in  San  Francisco  and  I'm 
going  to  be  there  to  be  a  monitor  of  what  is  happening 
here,   particularly  in  connection  with  how  we  make  our 
city         our  northeast  portion  of  the  city  which  brings 
in   a  great  deal   of  money  to  the  city,    accessible  so 
that  they  can  continue  to  be  a  viable  economic  part  of 
San  Francisco. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you. 

Wai   Ching  Kwan. 

MS.    KWAN:      My  name   is  Wai  Ching  Kwan   and   I  am 
speaking  on  behalf  of  the  Chinatown  Resource  Center. 

We  have  similar  concerns   as  was   already  been 
articulated  by  the   four   former  speakers,    so   I   am  going 
to  keep  my  statements  brief  and  we  will  be  submitting  a 
written   statement  outlining  the  additional  information 
we  would  need   for  the  EIR. 

I   wanted  to   say  that  we  also  are  dismayed  that 

the   city  moved  so  quickly   in  rejecting  the  rebuild 

without  giving  the  public  much  time  to  really  review 

the   preliminary  studies.      I   think  there  was   only  a 

week's   leeway  with  such   a   complicated  study.      Even  now 

we  believe  that   in  order   for  us  to   fully  participate  in 

this   process,    we  would   really  need  additional 

information  to   get  the   complete  picture   of   all  the 

planning  processes  that   is   happening   and  what  all 
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these  --  and  how  all   these  might   impact  the  northeast 
sector  and  those  would  be  outlined  in  our  statement. 

As  you  know  with  the  demolition  of  the 
freeway,    the  access  to  Chinatown  and  the  northeast 
sector  has  been  greatly  affected  and  thus   far  it 
doesn't  seem  like  there  has  been  any  effective 
mitigation  to  really  alleviate  the  circulation  access 
problem  we  are  experiencing  now. 

With  the  rejection  of  the  rebuild  and  the 
remaining  alternatives  do  not  have  these  comparable 
carrying  capacity  that  the  rebuild  would  provide. 
Therefore,    we  would  think  with  the  rejection   of  rebuild 
that  there  would  need  to  be  much  comprehensive 
mitigation  to  really  alleviate  the  congestions,  the 
circulation  problems,    and  the   access  problems   that  we 
have.      And   I   think  mitigation  has  to  be  explored 
thoroughly   in  the  EIS/EIR. 

Thank  you. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you.      Steve  Van  Pelt. 

MR.    VAN   PELT:      Hi.      I   am  here   today  speaking 
on  behalf   of  my  employer,    Tandem  Computers   and  our 
office    is   at   First   and  Market.      I   must   confess   I'm  a 
little   confused  because   I   was   here  to   tell   you  to  save 
the  Transbay  Terminal   and   that   is   not   part   of  this 
project,    so   I   will   keep   ray   remarks   to   just   thinas  that 
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are  germane  here. 

Most  of  our  employees,    frankly,    work  south  and 
some   of  the  people  have  alluded  to  the   fact  that  what 
we  have  here   is   classic  gridlock  right  now.      We  really 
need  a   solution  to   it.      Where  people  that  are  really 
trying  to  get  the  East   Bay   jam  up  the   intersections  and 
the   surface  streets   so  we  can't  get  to  the   freeway  or 
in  my  case,    I   can't  get  to  Caltrain.      The  buses  can't 
even  run. 

One  of  my  comments,    because   I'm  very 

pro-transit,    I  think  the  real  way  to  bring  us   out  of 

this    is   for  more   us   to  get   out  of   our  cars.      And   I  see 

several   of  the  alternatives   appear  to  conflict  with  a 

lot  of  the  proposed  alternatives   for  some  of  the 

Caltrain  extensions,    particularly  down   at  Beale  and 

some   of  these   routes,    perhaps    for  some   of  the  proposed 

tunneling   into  Transbay  Terminal.      I  would  just   like  to 

state  that   I   think  it  is  very   important  that  that 

receive  a  priority  because   it   is   far  easier  to  reroute 

a   road   for  cars   and   trucks   that   are   able  to  climb 

grades   and  turn  sharp  corners   and  let  the  trains  get 

into  where  they  are  going.  ^  I   realize  that   is   also  an 

ongoing  project  and   it   is   --   I   know  you  are  trying  to 

focus   in   on  these   things   as   different  things,    but  as 

people  pointed  out  .also,    there  are  a   lot  of  things 
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going  on  here  that  really  are   interrelated  and  I  would 
just  recommend  that  you  do  transit  first  and  make  sure 
we  do  everything  we  can  to  alleviate  the  gridlock. 
Thanks . 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you.      Andreas  Kyriakou. 

MR.    KYRIAKOU:     My  name  is  Andreas  Kyriakou. 
It  is  K-y-r-i-a-k-o-u .     We  have  slightly  different 
concerns.      I   represent  the  Clock  Tower  Home  Owners 
Association.      The  Clock  Tower  is  at   461   Second  Street. 
It   is  right  where  Stillman  leads  to   and   I  represent 
about   127   units,    over  200   residents,    and  probably 
around   50  business  units   in  there. 

We  have  particular  concerns   about  Alternatives 
3   and  7  because  they  involve  an  off-ramp  over  Stillman 
Street,    which  of  course  leads   right   into  the  -- 
actually  the  garage  entrances   of   our   Clock  Tower.  The 
things  that  we  would  ask  to  be  strongly  considered 
there   is  the   fact  that  the  whole  neighborhood   is  really 
turning  largely  residential   and  also  very  much 
business.      It  used  to  be  the  warehouse  district  but  it 
is  very  strongly   residential   as   evidenced   by   a  number 
of  the  projects  that  have  sprung   up   with   lots  of 
residents,    restaurants,    shops,    and  things   that  are  in 
that   neighborhood.      The   off-ramp   --   the   off-ramps  -- 
well,    the   neighborhood,    first   of   all,    has   taken   a  turn 
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for  the  better  after  they  took  down  the  on-ramp  that 
was  there  and   it  cleared         it  cleared  the  atmosphere. 
So  now  we  are  —   from  our  point  of  view,   we  are  making 
a   step  backwards.      It  is  not  clear  to  us  why  an 
off-ramp   is  needed  over  Stillman.      The  Seventh  Street 
off-ramps   don't  appear  to  be  super  clogged  at  any  time 
and  just  creating  another  last  San  Francisco  exit 
doesn't  seem  to  give   it  a   large  payback. 

Another  thing  to  strongly  consider  there  would 
be  the  pedestrian  traffic.      If  you  observe  --  there  is 
a   lot  of   foot  traffic  --  Second  Street   is   now   a  favored 
foot  traffic  to  go  downtown   from  a   lot  of  the  Solmer 
areas   and  the   three-lane  off-ramp   that   is  planned  there 
would  wreak  havoc  without  a  good  turning  radius  and, 
you  know,    and  a   left-right  and  a  big  traffic   light.  So 
we  are  concerned  about  the  traffic  situation,  the 
pedestrian,    and  the  atmosphere  of  the  neighborhood  and 
what   such   a  big   off-ramp  would  —   impact  would  have  on 
that . 

Also,    we  would  like  to  understand  better  the 
bigger  picture   of  the  traffic  system  and  not  just 
piecemeal   pieces,    so   I   second  the   comments   that  have 
been  made  earlier. 

I   think  that   is  basically   --  there  will   be  a 

written   statement   from  the   Clock  Tower  Association  from 
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the  board   of  directors   there  also  that  will   come  in. 
Thank  you. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you. 
I  MJ  Deasy.      Thank  you.      Let  the  record  show- 

that  his  comments  have  been  addressed  by  previous 
speakers. 

Nico  Letunic. 

M  MR.    LETUNIC:      Hi.      Thanks   for  the  opportunity 

to  comment.     My  name   is  Nico  Letunic  and  I   am  a  member 
i,,       of  several   environmental   and  quality-of-lif e 
I  I        organizations  here   in  the  city. 

I  I  would  like  to  begin  by  saying  that   it   is  my 

.  ;        opinion  that  Alternatives   5   and  6   should  not  be 
/;        considered  any  further.      Most  San  Franciscans  rejoiced 

when  the  Embarcadero   Freeway  came  down   and  many  of  us 
'.,       would  not   like  to   see  the  TSS  rebuilt. 

Before  I   talk  about  the  remaining 
>        alternatives,    I  would  like  to   express  my 

dissatisfaction  at  the   scope   of  this   study.      It  seems 
really   inadequate.      For  San  Francisco,    the   city  that 
knows  how,    these   are   not  very  creative   solutions   to  the 
problems.      You  keep   talking   about  better  access  and 
while  that   rings   really   nice,    what  you   are  really 
talking  about   is   better  access   to  automobiles.      Vou  are 
not  talking  about   better  access   to  people,  to 
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pedestrians,    to  bicycles,    and  to  transit.  Considering 
that  cars   are  the  main  source  of  noise  pollution,  air 
pollution,    undesirable   land  uses,    and  safety  hazards 
here   in  the  city,    I   think  this   falls   far  short. 

I  would   like   for  San   Francisco  to   begin  to 
make  that  very  painful         what  is  going  to  be  a  very 
painful  transition  to  a  more  sustainable  transportation 
policy.      Considering  the  voters  have  supported  a 
transit  and  pedestrian-first  policy,    this   seems  like 
yet  another  excessive  car-oriented  project.      You  speak 
about  bicycles   in   a   couple   of   --  there   are   a  couple 
mentions  to  bicycles,    but   I  don't  see  any  bike  lanes  on 
the  plans.      Do  you  think   it   is  going  to  be   safe   for  me 
to  bicycle  down  Embarcadero?     Of  course  not.      You  want 
people  to  get  out   of   their  cars,    but  you  are  not  asking 
the  people  who  got  out  of  their  cars,    like  me,    to  ride 
bicycles. 

One  more  thing.      To  me,    parking  lots   are  not 
open-space  areas,  okay? 

Regarding  the   alternatives   that  are   left,  I 

would  say  no  to   3    and   7 .      They   involve  additional 

construction   and   additional   catering  to   automobiles  and 

I   would  like  you  to   consider  --   I  would   like  you  to 

consider  the   impacts   this   project  will   have  on 

congestion  as   well   as   on   air  and  noise  pollution. 
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Thank  you  very  much. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you.      Sue  Hestor. 

MS.    HESTOR:      Who  do   I  give  my  written  cominents 

to? 

Sue  Hestor.  My  written  comments  are  submitted 
on  behalf  of  the  Chinese  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Chinatown 
TRIP  and  the  Chinatown  Resource  Center. 

Some  of  what  has  been  said   is  duplicated   in  my 
comments,    but   I  am  going  try  and  stress   some  things 
that  I  think  need  real  stressing. 

One,    you  need  to  have  a  history  of  the 
waterfront   improvement  projects   and  where  the  money  has 
been   spent.      There  is  a  lot  of  concern,    as  various 
speakers  have  expressed,   that  money  has  poured  into 
this   area   for  planning  studies   and   for  hard   --   I  mean 
hard  money.      I  mean,    money  that  has  been  spent  on 
projects,    and  we  don't  know  where   it  has  gone.  We 
don't  know  what  the  status  of  those  projects   are.  In 
particular,    projects  that  are  administered  by  the  CAO 
disappear   in   the  black  hole  because   there   is  nc 
scrutiny  of  the  CAO   for  all  practical   purposes.      So  we 
would   like   a   list   of   all   of  the  various   projects    --  how 
much  money  they  have,    how  much  money   they   have  spent, 
where  the  projects   are,    things   like   what   is   the  status 
of   the   F-Line,    what   is   the   status   of   all   of  the 
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projects  that  were  discussed   in  the  1-280   study,  what 
was   the   status  of  all   of  the  projects  that  were 
discussed  after  the   freeway  closed  and  there  were  some 
temporary  mitigation  measures   in  place.      We  would 
like         we  think  if  you  don't  have  that   in  the  CAO,  you 
don't  have  an  EIR  that  is  worth  anything. 

The  second  thing  that  we  want  you  to  do   is  to 
discuss  how  traffic  patterns  have  changed.      The  real 
world  out  there   is  very  different  from  before  the 
earthquake.      My  office   is   at  Stockton  and  Park  --  at 
Market   and   Powell   and  you  can  see  the  traffic  coming 
down  Stockton  Street  through  the  tunnel  at  10:00  at 
night  because  people   are  desperately  trying  to  get  on 
the   freeway  and  the  first  place  to  get  on  the  freeway 
is   Fourth   Street.      The   fact  that  the   first   freeway  exit 
going  south   is  at  Fourth  Street,    has  totally  screwed  up 
Chinatown  traffic  patterns.      It  affects   Powell  Street 
all   the  way  up  the  hill,    it  affects  Clay  Street,  it 
affects   Sacramento  Street,    it  affects  all   of  the 
streets   that   feed  on  to  Stockton  Street,    like  Sutter 
Street.      If  you  don't  realize  that  what  has  to  be 
addressed   is   those  streets,    you  are  not  dealing  with 
the   project  that  this   EIS/EIR  should  be  addressing. 

The   impacts   are  internal   in  Chinatown,  they 

are   internal    in  North  Beach.      They  are  on  Broadway, 
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they   are   on   all   of  the   streets   that   people   now  use 

because  there  are  no  Broadway  on-ramps,  Washington 

Street  off-ramps,    Clay  Street  on-ramps,    as  well   as  all 

of  the  structure  that  used  to  exist  around  the  terminal 

separator  which  used  to  be  a  way  to  get  going  south. 

You  can't  go  east  to  go   south  any  more   and  our  traffic 

patterns  developed  in  that  manner.      Our  bus  we 

haven't  even  changed  any  bus   lines,    really,    since  the 

freeway  collapse.      They  all   are  oriented   in  the  same 

way.     So  we  have  a  transportation  system  that  is 

wrecking  the  neighborhoods.      And  when  you  have,    as  an 

overlay,    all   of  that  traffic   coming   into  neighborhoods 

that   started   out  congested,    that   are  heavily  dependent 

on  truck  traffic,    both  Chinatown,    North  Beach,    and  the 

waterfront,    especially  Fisherman's  Wharf,    there  is 

truck  demand  that   is   going  to   exist   no  matter  what 

transit   systems  we  can  put   in   place.      And   there   is  a 

certain  amount  of   auto  demand,    both   from  the  residents 

of  those  communities   and  people  who  drive  through  those 

communities . 

If  you  don't  explain   it   clearly   in  this  EIR, 

people  won't  understand  why  you  have   to   do  mitigation 

in   the   depths   of   Powell    and   Clay   to   mitigate  the 

freeway   ramps.      You   really    need   to   put   this   out  in 

plain   language,    because   if    it    is   not   here,    it   is  not 
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going  to  be  anywhere. 

Also,    it  affects  the  way  traffic  goes  up 
Seventh  Street  and  Leavenworth  Street.      There  is 
increased  traffic  through  that  corridor  because  there 
are  only  two  places  you  can  really  go  north.      You  can 
go  north  on  Seventh  Street         other  than  going  all  the 
way  to  the  Embarcadero  —  you  can  go  north  on  Third 
Street,    you  can  go  north  on  Seventh  Street. 

You  need  to  also  talk  about,    pardon  the 
phrase,    pissy   little  mitigation  measures  and  they 
should  not  wait   for  this.      There   is   no   reason   for  the 
city  not  to  bar  tearing  up  the  street  at  Third  and 
Market   in  the  middle   of  the  day.      This  morning  at  9:00 
I   came  through  that  intersection  and  traffic  was  backed 
up  --   I  mean  this   is         I   hope  we  don't  wait   for  the 
EIR  to  come  out  to  deal  with  some  of  these  simple 
things.      Some   of  the  things  that  you   should  talk  about 
really  are  at  the  mundane   level   that  the  city  has  to 
change   DPW  permitting  policies   for  street  tear-ups. 
Street  tear-ups   should  not  be   allowed  at  any   time  when 
it  screws   up  traffic,    which  means   that   all   of  the  stuff 
in  the  Third  Street  and   Fourth  Street  corridor  should 
be  done   in  the  middle  of  the   night  when    it  doesn't 
disrupt  traffic.      No   one   should  be  tearing  up  Market 
and  Third   at   9:00   in  the  morning,    like  was   done  this 
E-84 
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morning.      People  don't  have         "they  haven't  thought 
about  these  kind  of  mundane  things   in  DPW. 

What  we  also  are  asking  for,    which  is  a   lot  of 
information,    but   if  we  don't  have  it,    I   don't  see  how 
you  are  going  to  do   an  EIS .      We  want  you  to  tell   us  all 
of  the  land  that   is   in  play.     And  in  this   —  my 
statement,    and  I  will  give  you  another  copy  because  I 
have  a  couple  of  these.     On  Page  3,    I  provide  you  with 
a   list  of  all   of  the  entities  that  I   think  may  own  land 
that  may  have  surplus  property.     Most  of  these   I  know 
about.      All   of  these   entities  that  have  surplus 
property  --  and  surplus  property,    in  my  definition,  is 
land  that   is   either  vacant  or  that  they  know  over  the 
next  20  years   is  going  to  become  vacant  or  the  use  is 
going  to  change.      I    forgot  to  put  the  water  department 
on  here.      Add  the  water  department,    because  they  have 
property  down   in  the  northern  waterfront  as  well. 

What  we  want  to  know  --  and  there  are  little 
groups   floating  around,    most   of  them  connected  one  way 
another  with  the  mayor's  office  or  the   CAO ' s  office, 
trying   to   glom  onto   these   sites.      People  have   --  there 
is   a   lot  of   land  that   is   in  play   right   now.  The 
Transbay  Terminal   has  people  tripping  over  themselves 
for   the   Transbay   Terminal    area   and   the   surplus  land 
where  the   freeways  have   come  down. 
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But  tell   us  give  us  a  map  of   land  holdings 

of  the  City  and  County   of  San  Francisco,    the  port,  the 
redevelopment  agency,    the   federal  government,  various 
parts  of  the   federal   government         you  can   figure  that 
out.      State  government,    Caltrans         I   am  not  sure  how 
Caltrain  owns   land,    but   if  that  is  separate,  Caltrain. 
The   Federal  Highway  Administration,    BART,  the 
Department   of  Parking  and  Traffic,    the  water 
department,    the  Golden  Gate  Bridge,    et  cetera, 
district  they  have   a   long  name.      The  MUNI, 

Department   of   Public  Works,    PUC,    any  SP  property  that 
may  be  transferred   in  the  future  to  government  entities 
around  right-of-ways,    Samtrans  and  anything  under  the 
CAO .      Tell   us   all    of   the  things  that   are  going  on  by 
these  agencies  that   could  put   in  play,    because  --  very 
specific  examples.      I  have   sat  through   in  the  past 
week   --   and  I  will   try   and  -- 

MR.    CRUZ:      Ms.    Hestor,    if  I  may  just  interrupt 
for  a  second,    I  think  prior  to  your  arriving  we  did  say 
that  we  asked  that  public   comment  be   limited  to  three 
minutes  because  we  have   a   extensive  number  of  cards. 

MS.    HESTOR:      Okay.      I  will   just  try   and  wrap 

i  t  up  . 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you. 

MS.    HESTOR:      What   we   are   asking    for  is 
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3  5 

something  that   is   not  done   in  this  city,    which  is 
sanity.      I   sat  through  a  port  hearing  last  week  and 
talked  to  port  staff  that   is  doing  the  planning  for  the 
waterfront.      They  are  not  doing  transportation  planning 
in  association  with  the  Prop-H  process.      They  are 
making   land  use  decisions  that  have  direct  traffic 
transportation  and  circulation  impacts  without  even 
knowing  what  the  redevelopment  agency  is  doing  across 
the  roadway.      It   is   that  sick   in  this  city  and  those  of 
us   in  the  public   find  out  about  these  things   all  the 
time.      We   find  out  that   the  redevelopment  agency 
doesn't  tell   the  port  or  the  port  doesn't   ask  the 
redevelopment  agency  they  are  planning   on  closing  the 
street  which  totally  undermines  an  assumption  on 
c  irculation . 

We  want  you  to  have  to  put  all   of  that  down  in 
this  document  because   it   is  the  only  way   it   is  going  to 
happen.      We  want  to   you  to   say  what   are   all   of  the 
decisions  that  are  contemplated,    all   of   the  bus  yards 
that  may  be  put   in  play,    all   of  the   abandoned  piers 
that  may  be  put   in  play,    all   of  the  roadway 
configurations  that   DPW  has   in  mind  and  we  want   it  in 
this   EIR.      Because   if  you  want  don't   have    it    in  this 
EIR,    you  don't   know.    A,    what    future   demand   and,    B,  what 
obstructions   to   circulation.      A   stadium,    a   ballpark,  an 
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3  6 

arena  south  of  Market  totally  makes  the  circulation 
plan  different.      Someone  needs  to  tell   that  to  the  city 
and  this  process   is   one  of  the  places   it  should  happen. 

You  have  my  written  comments  and  we  will  be 
submitting  additional  comments  as  well. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you.      Norm  Rolfe. 

MR.    ROLFE:      I   am  Norman  Rolfe  with  San 
Francisco  Tomorrow  and   I  am  glad  to  see  that 
Alternatives   5  and  6   are  not  on  display  here  and   I  hope 
that  you  do  stick  with  the  decision  which  conforms  with 
the   Board  of  Supervisors'    resolution  not  to  give  them 
any  further  study. 

I  would  like  to  read  you  something   from  your 

own  report  on  this,    January    '94   transportation  study. 

This   statement  appears   in  both  the  executive  summary 

and   a   full   report.      In  general,    alternatives  which 

involve  the  most  construction,    parentheses,    3,    5   and  6, 

end  parentheses,    show  worse  overall  unmitigated 

performance  and  the  rest,    since  more  traffic  is 

attracted   into  the  area   due  the   increased  available 

infrastructure  which   increases  the  number  of  vehicles 

on  the  network  and  therefore  worsens  the  overall 

performance.      I   should  add,    when  you  the   read   the  full 

report  you  will    find   that   the  mitigated  performance  of 

those  alternatives   is   also   worse   than  the  mitigated 
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performance  of  the   2   and  4   which  are  what  you  have  left 

after  that.      And   if  you  look  in  the  full  report,  the 

tables,    the  figures,    and  so   forth,    also  show  that   5  and 

6   and  3   also,    for  that  matter,    result  in  more  blocks  of 

queuing,    more   intersections  at  level   service  --  and  so 

forth  and  so  on.      So  they  do   indeed  worsen  —  building 

those   facilities  does   indeed  worsen  the  traffic 

situation  in  the  city. 

So  we  look  the  situation  over  and   it  looks 

like   2    is  the  best  way  to  go,    4  probably  would  be 

acceptable.      It  doesn't   seem   —   3    is  no.      You  have 

heard  speakers  give  some  problems  with  it.      I  will  give 

you  another  problem  that  they  didn't.      Because  of  the 

fact  that  it  has  the  ramps   coming  down  on  Second 

Street,    you  better  coordinate  with  MUNI   on  that.  They 

have  got  their  Bayshore  corridor  study   for  light  rail 

and  Third  Street.      One  of  the  alternatives   is  an 

all-surface  route  which  would   jog  and  come  up  Second 

Street   rather  than  Third   in   order  to  avoid  the  heavy 

traffic   there.      But   as   soon  as   you         if  you  were  to 

implement         build  extra   ramps  there  at  Second  Street, 

right  away  you  screw  that   one   up.      So   I   would  urge  you 

to   coordinate  with  the  MUNI   to  get  the   input   in  from 

the   Bayshore   corridor  study   and  when   you  are  evaluating 

your   impacts,    to   say  what  would  this  do   if  we   had  light 
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3  8 

rail   on   Second  Street. 

It  also  means   7  would  be  no  good  because  of 
the  Second  and  Harrison  Street  ramps.      Something   like  7 
might  be  okay   for  further  study   if  you  eliminated  those 
ramps  at  Second  and  Harrison  Street  and  just   looked  at 
the  possibility  of  rerouting  the  Embarcadero  Roadway, 
changing  the  configuration   of   Ferry  Building  Plaza. 

Previous   speakers  have  referred  to  the 

transit-first  policy   and  I  will  too  and  urge  you  to 

have   all   sorts  of  transit   improvement  measures  as 

mitigation  measures  when  you  are  looking  at  the  EIR 

here.      In  the   report  you  said  --   I  am  going  to  address 

some   of  the  things  which  you  said  you  were  not  going  to 

address,    but   I  think  maybe  you  should  anyway.      One  is 

the   F-line   routing,    whether  it  should  go  straight 

through   from  the   foot         in   line  with  the   foot  of 

Market  Street   rather  than  taking  a  jog  around  by 

Steuart  and  so   forth.      And  the  E-line  track  connector, 

whether  that   should   actually   be  built  now   instead  of 

you   are  vaguely  going  to   —  well,    we  will   allow   for  it 

to  be  built  sometime   in   the   future,    because   it  would  be 

extremely   useful    for  pull-in   and  pull-out  trips.  In 

other  words,    trips   —   F-line  trips   to  or   from  the  barn 

if   it   is   decided,    for  example,    to   keep  the   F-line  cars 

at  the  metro   east  -rather  than   at   --   I   don't  know 
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3  9 

Wherever  they  plan  to  keep  them  now.  Geneva, 
presumably.      And  it  would  be  there  for  special 
movements,    charter  trips  and  so  forth  and  finally, 
future  regular  service   along  there.      I   think  the  demand 
will  develop. 

Something  else  that   is  not   addressed  though, 
is  the  MUNI   terminal  which   seems  to   keep  coming  up  as 
an   item  of  contention   in  the  Open  Space   Subcommittee  -- 
Citizens  Advisory  Committee,    Open  Space  Committee 
hearings   and   I  would  say  keep   it  where   it   is   unless  you 
can   find  some  way  to  move   it  even   closer  to  the  Ferry 
Building.      That  is,    once  again,    under  the  headings  of 
mitigation  measures.      You  have  got  to  make  transit 
handy,    easy  to  use,    so  you  have  got  to  have  a  terminal 
which   is   right  there  at  this   area  and   figure   out  ways, 
of  course         whatever  traffic   improvement   you  can  do  to 
keep  the  transit  vehicles  moving   freely   and  easily. 

So  that  will   conclude  my   remarks    for  now.  I 
may   submit   some  written   remarks   later  on. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you.      Michael  Levin. 

MR.    LEVIN:      Thank  you.      I    am  Michael    Levin.  I 
have  participated  the   last   three   years    in   the  Citizens' 
Advisory  Committee  on  the   Embarcadero   and   currently  I 
am   attending   the   meetings    of    the   Mid -Embar cade  re  Open 
Space  Committee. 
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My  main   interest  has  been  the  plaza   that  is 
going  to  go   in  front  of  the  Ferry  Building  and  the 
configuration   of  the   roadway   in  that   area,    but  I  also 
take  an   interest   in  all   of  these  other   issues  of 
transportation.      I  haven't  had  a  chance  to   really  look 
at  these  in  detail.      In  fact,    I  was   surprised  to  learn 
when  I  came  in  late  this  evening,    that  the  underground 
aspect  of  Alternative  7   or  any  underground  alternative 
has   been  taken  out  of  this,    is  that  correct? 

MR.    CRUZ:      At  this  point,    the  underground  is 
not  being  considered. 

MR.    LEVIN:      So  that   is   a   little  disappointing, 

although  having  attended  all   those  meetings  the  last 

three  years  when   it  started  with  Mayor  Agnos ' s  proposal 

for  the  whole  thing  to  be  underground,    now  we  have 

gotten  to  the  point  where  underground  may  not   even  be 

considered.      I   understand  the  problems  with   it  but  I 

still   think  it  is   a   shame  that  it  couldn't  be   looked  at 

least   in  one  alternative  of  the  EIR  unless   it  is 

determined  that   is   absolutely  useless   even   to  consider 

it.      I   thought  there  was  still   some  hope  for 

undergrounding  of  the  northbound   lanes.      But  the 

important  thing   is  to   keep  the  environment   around  the 

Embarcadero,    especially  the  Central   Embarcadero,  as 

inviting  and  pedestrian-attractive  as  possible. 
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Like  Norman   Rolfe,    I  believe   in  transit  first 
and  keeping  auto  traffic  at  a  minimum  wherever 
possible,   but  I  would  like  to  see  a  roadway  that  will 
not  ruin  the  plaza  that  we  will   eventually  have  at  the 
Ferry  Building.      So   I   certainly  favor  the  configuration 
of  the  roadway  shown   in  Alternative  7,    either  dividing 
the  two  directions  and  having  the  southbound  lanes 
curve  around  or  having  all         both  directions  curve 
around.      Whether  it   is  going  to  be  total   four  lanes  or 
six   lanes,    having   it   all   curving  around  to  the  west  and 
not   separate  this   grand  Ferry  Building   from  the  plaza 
that   is   supposed  to   reflect  it  and  tie   in  with   it.  So 
I   agree  with  the  port   commissioner,    the  new  port 
commissioner,    certainly  on  that. 

But   the  main  point   is  to  keep   the   ramps   --  the 
new  ramps   to   a  minimum.      I   go   along  with  the   idea  of 
not         definitely  not   rebuilding  the  terminal  separator 
structure.      Keep   everything  at  a  minimum,    whatever  must 
be   rebuilt,    not  to   attract  more   auto  traffic.  Somehow 
we  have  gotten  along   these   last  three  years  without  the 
Embarcadero   —   or   now   it  will   be   five  years  without  the 
Embarcadero   Freeway.      I   know   it   is  not   easy   for  the 
motorists,    but   anything   is   possible   if   some  careful 
planning  and   thought    is   given   and   not  to   repeat  the 
mistakes   of   the  past. 
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Thank  you. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you.      James  Haas. 

MR.    HAAS:      I'm  Jim  Haas.      I  have  been  involved 
in  this  process   since  the   1989   earthquake.      I  was 
co-chair  of  the  citizen's   committee  that  advocated 
demolishing  the  Embarcadero  Freeway  and  I  have  been  in 
all   the  advisory  groups   since  then.      I   also  am  a  member 
of  the  Citizens'    Advisory  Committee   for  the  Rincon, 
South  Beach  redevelopment   area.      Although  that 
committee  has   not  got   itself  to  the  point   of  taking  any 
position  on  many  of  these   issues,    I   have  a  perspective 
on  the  needs   of  that   area,    which  will   also  be  part  of 
my  comments . 

MR.    CRUZ:      Mr.    Haas,    can   I    interrupt  you   for  a 
second?     They  can't  hear  you   in  back,    so   if  you  could 
speak  a   little  more   directly   into  the  mike,    they  would 
appreciate   it.      Thank  you. 

MR.    HAAS:      The   first  comment   I  would  like  to 

make   is   I   don't  think  you   should  be  too   rigid  about 

sticking  with  these   alternatives   as   they  are 

constituted.      I   don't  think  we  need  to   come  down   to  a 

choice  between   2,    3,    and  4,    because   I   think  they  all 

have   pluses   and   minuses    and    some   have   some  minuses. 

And   I   think  we  need   to   open   up  the  alternatives  a 

little  bit  further- 
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There  is  great  concern  about  traffic   flow  from 
the  exit  ramp  of  the  bridge  onto  the  Embarcadero .  The 
current  schemes   involve   funneling  that  traffic  down 
Folsom  Street.     My  first  concern  is  that  the  rampage 
getting  down  to  Folsom  at   Fremont  be   adequate  to  do 
that  effectively.     Now  that  we  have  broken  out  of  the 
restrictions  relating  to  the  old  terminal   separator  and 
to  some  degree  relating  to  the  Transbay  Terminal  ramps, 
I  would  like  to  make   sure  that  the  rampage  that  is 
proposed  to  get  the  traffic  onto  the   surface   is  the 
best  possible.     And  whether  there  might  be  more 
flexibility  in  the  curvatures   and  others  --  otherwise 
by  breaking  off  from  the  Transbay  Terminal   ramps,  I 
think  that  needs  to  be  looked  at. 

But  more  importantly,    I  think  you  need  to 
examine  the  possibility  of   rerouting   Folsom  Street  away 
from   its   current  geometric   routing   into  the   old  freeway 
right-of-way.     One  reason   for  that  is,    that   it  would  -- 
being  a   one-way  street,    it  would   flow  the   traffic  into 
the   Embarcadero  Freeway   at   a   slight   curve   instead   of  at 
a   90   degree  corner.      But  also   in   terms   of  the 
construction  of  the   Embarcadero  break-out   for   the  MUNI 
metro,    an  entrance   into   the   Embarcadero   --    in  the 
freeway   right-of-way,    the   old   freeway  right-of-way, 
would  be  before  the  MUNI   metro  comes   to   the  surface. 
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If   you   stick  with  Folsom  Street  you  end  up  with  an 
intersection  with  the  cars   coming  to  the  surface  and 
the   s ignal ization  there. 

Now  people   say,    well,    the  MUNI   is   only  going 
to   run  these  cars  on  the  surface  once  every  five 
minutes.      Well,    I   am  not  convinced  that  over  the  long 
term  with  the   Bayshore  corridor  extension,    that  they 
will   be  that   infrequent  and  that  could  be   a  major 
bottleneck  which   is  unnecessary.      It  will   affect  both 
the  MUNI   to  some  degree  and  certainly  traffic,  whereas 
if  you  reconfigure  Folsom  Street,    I  think  it  represents 
some   interesting  opportunities.      I  say  that  in  the 
context  that  the  old  Folsom  Street  right-of-way  would 
disappear.      You  wouldn't  have  two  streets   side  by  side 
but   you  would  have  a   new  street  that  would  be  somewhat 
untypical   of  San  Francisco.      Maybe  we  are  harkening 
back  to   Daniel   Burnham  with  all   of  his   sort  of  roadways 
that  went  through  the  middle  of  blocks.      But   in  that 
sense  --  and  take  the  traffic  off  the  ramps  at  Beale  in 
an   effective  manner  and  then  be  able  to   funnel  those 
people  who  want  to  go   into  the  Embarcadero   that  way. 
So   I   think  that  is  something  that  needs   serious  study 
and    it   is   not  mentioned   in   any  of  the  current 
alternatives. 

With  regards  to  Second  Street,    Second  Street 
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is   a  very   important  street  to  the  neighborhood.      It  is 
going  to   function   in  most  all   of  these  schemes  as  an 
important  on         service  and  important  on-ramp  to  the 
freeway  or  to  the  bridge.      It  will  have  lots  of 
traffic.      I  have  never  understood  the  need  to  have  an 
exit  ramp  off  the   freeway   from  the  south  coming  to 
Second  Street.      There   is  a  perfectly  good  one  that 
comes  down  on  Fourth  Street  that   funnels  the  traffic  to 
Third  Street  that  anyone  who  wants  to  go   further  can  do 
so  without  much  effort.      To  spend  the  money  necessary 
to  build  the   second   ramp  two  blocks   away  and   funnel  all 
of  that  traffic  onto  Second  Street  at  the  same  time 
that   it   is  going  to  be   frequently   filled  with  traffic 
trying  to  get  on  the  bridge,    seems  to  me  to  be 
foolhardy . 

I   have  heard  that  the   reason  that  we   have  to 
have   an   exit   ramp   there   is   that   if  you  want  to  consider 
an  on-ramp  there,    Caltrans   requires  them  in  pairs.  I 
hope  that  that  kind  of  rigid  thinking   is  no   longer  the 
tune   at  Caltrans. 

I   think  the   on-ramp,    as   proposed,    does  need 
study.      It   could   spare   Second   Street   from  a   lot  of 
additional   traffic   and   that   is  worthy  of   study,    but  I 
would   not   see   any    reason   to   have   the   off-ramp  there. 

I    think   those   are   the   extent   of   my  comments 
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and   I  thank  you  very  much. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you.     Andy  Nash. 

MR.    NOSH:      My  name   is   and  Andy  Nash.      I   am  an 
interested  citizen. 

I  want  to  ensure  that  three  basic  things  are 
included  in  this  study  that  you  are  doing  on  the 
transportation  impacts  of  the  project.      The   first   is  an 
analysis  of  transportation  access  to  —  not  only  to 
that  little  study  area  that  you  have   identified   in  the 
workbook,    but  also  to  the  rest  of  downtown  San 
Francisco,    the  waterfront  area,    Chinatown,    North  Beach, 
and  the  wharf.      I  think  that  the  project  that  you  are 
talking  about  replacing  the  terminal   separator,  has 
definitely  provided  good  access  to  all   those  areas  and 
to  not   include  those   areas   in  your  analysis  would  make 
it  defective. 

The  second  part  of  that  should  be  an  analysis 

of  the  new  development  that   is  proposed   in  those  areas. 

I   don't  think  the  EIR  and  EIS  will  be  complete  unless 

you   include  an  analysis   of  what  new  development  you  are 

proposing  or   is  proposed  on  the  waterfront   in  the 

vacated  parcels  that  we   are  talking   about  and  also  in 

all   the   questions   about  what   is  going   to  be  done  with 

the  Transbay  Terminal   and  the   ramps    in   that  area.  So 

you  have  got  to   include  the  new  development  that  you 
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are  proposing  or  that   is  proposed  by   some  people  in 
those  areas  in  your  traffic  analysis. 

Finally,    the  analysis  really  has  to  go,  I 
think,    beyond  those  simple  alternatives  that  are 
described  in  the  workbook  itself,   to  include  things 
like  new  transit  services  within  the  corridor.  Again, 
we  are  talking  more  about  serving  that  area   I  talked 
about  at  first         the  area  from  the  bridge  to  North 
Beach  and  Chinatown.     And  with  that  in  mind,  could 
think  about  the  Chinatown  connector,    the  North  Beach 
connector  rail   corridor  project  that  was   included  in 
Measure  B  that  the  voters  approved  in   1989   --  the 
transportation  authorities  thinking  about  right  now  as 
part  of  their  city-wide  rail   study.      That  could  be 
connected  up  with  the  light  rail   on  Third  Street  to 
make  a   real   system  that  would  address   some   of  the 
transportation  needs  that  are  not  being  met  because  the 
Transbay  terminal  has         or  the  Transbay  --  the 
terminal   separator  structure  has  been  taken  down  and 
the  Embarcadero   freeway  has  been  taken  down. 

I   would   like  you   also   to   consider  some 
market-based  measures  that  would  really  help  freight 
traffic,    trucks   and  deliveries  get   through    in  Chinatown 
and  North   Beach  and   Fisherman's  Wharf   while  reducing 
the   automobile  traffic   in   those  areas. 

I-:  -  ')  «) 


ADAMS    CONVENTION    REPORTING       (415)  472-0350 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
2  1 
22 
2  3 
2  4 
2  5 


4  8 

So   I   will   be   looking   at  the   study  to   ensure  it 
includes  those  types   of   issues   in  the  analysis. 
Thank  you. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you.      Rick  Laubscher. 

MR.    LAUBSCHER;      Hi-      Rick  Laubscher,    as  an 
interested  citizen  to  comment  primarily  on  the  F-Line 
in   relationship  to  the  project. 

We  have  seen   in  the  alternatives  that  are  in 
front  of  us,    a  number  of  schematics  and  drawings,  none 
of. which  include  the  F-Line  because,    as  has  been 
stated,    the  F-Line   is   exempt   from  the  environmental 
reviews   included   in  this  project.     However,    as  a 
practical  matter,    construction  or  completion  of  the 
F-Line  between  downtown  and  the  wharf  has  been  tied  by 
the   city  to   analysis   and   identification  of 
alternatives.      And  construction  of  the   last  segment  of 
the   F-Line  between  the   foot  of  Market  Street  and  the 
Broadway  area  where   construction   is  now  underway,  is 
being  tied  to   construction  of  the  roadway,    which  again 
does   not  have  to  be  done  under  the  environmental 
regulations  but  has   been  done   for  practicality  sake. 

The   concern   I   express   is   that   the  city, 

through   Proposition-B  monies   as  well    as   other  matching 

funds,    state  bond  monies,    is   expending   a  great  deal  of 

cumulative  money   on   the   F-Line  to  bring   improved  and 
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disabled-accessible   service  directly   from  downtown  to 

Fisherman's  Wharf.      As  many  people  know,    the  cable  cars 

are   statutorily  exempt   from  ADA  and  there   is   no  through 

wholly  accessible   service   to  the  heart  of  the  wharf 

from  the  Market  Street  spine.      The  F-Line  would  provide 

that,    but   its   completion  date  keeps   getting  pushed  back 

because  of  consideration  of  the  alternatives. 

So  I  would  ask  that   in  the  process  of 

evaluating  these  alternatives,    consideration  be  given 

in  two  areas.      One,    that  the  F-Line  --  that  the  last 

segment  of  the  F-Line  be  considered   for  temporary 

operation   in  the   segment   from  Broadway  to  the  Ferry 

Building.      There   is   an  existing  state  belt  freight 

track  currently  under  a  veneer  of  asphalt  directly  in 

front  of  the   Ferry   Building.      This   alignment   could  be 

used  as   a   single  track  with  temporary  electrification 

to  connect  the  two   ends   of  the  F-Line  and  allow 

operation  of  this   line   as   soon  as  the  other  segments 

are   ready,    which  might  be   two  to  who-knows-how-many 

years   ahead  of  the   rest   of  the  roadway  completion.  And 

with   alternatives   analysis   with  allowing   for  various 

roadway   configurations    in    front  of  the   Ferry  Building 

and  the  various    interests    in   the   city  that   have  very 

well-meaning   support    for  the  various   alternatives,  that 

could   stretch   out   for   several   years   beyond   that,    not  to 
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mention  the   fact  that  many  plaza   enhancements   are  not 
yet  funded. 

So  I  would  urge  that  any  alternatives  analysis 
allow  for  consideration   of   interim  operation  of  the 
F-Line  and  expedi tiousness   in  completing  other  segments 
of  the   F-Line  so  that  we  can  operate  this   transit  link. 
I   would  offer  the  thought  that   if  this   were  an 
automobile  roadway  for  four  blocks  that  would  carry 
27,000  people   in  automobiles   a  day  and   it  were  left 
uncompleted   for  two   or   five  years,    there  would  be  a 
fire   storm  of  political   protest,    not  to  mention   lots  of 
powerful   lobbyists  making   sure   it  didn't  happen.      So  we 
would  hope  that  the   same  standard  would   apply   to  mass 
transit  that   is   accessible   and  been  mandated   by  the 
voters    in   Propos i t ion-B . 

The   other  brief   comment   I  would  make    is  that 

thought  ought  to  also  be  considered,    echoing  what  Norm 

Rolfe   said,    to  connecting   the   F-Line  to   the  MUNI  metro 

extension  to  the   south   in  this  process,    building   it  all 

at   once   so  that  there   isn't   a   second   set   of  disruptions 

along   the   Embarcadero.      It    is   not   a   big   project,  laying 

track   in  the  ground,    and  that  connection   for   two  or 

three  blocks,    if   necessary,    could  be  put   in  the  street, 

because   there   would   still    be   adequate   spacing  between 

the   first   stop  on   the   South  Hills   Plaza   and  the  Ferry 
E-102 

ADAMS    CONVENTION    REPORTING       (415)  472-0350 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
S 
7 
8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

2  0 

2  1 

22 

-1  -) 
<-  J 

2  4 

2  5 


5  1 

Building  stop  on  the  north  so  you  don't  have  to  take 
median  or  trees  or  anything  else  to  operate  it. 

I   agree  with  other  speakers  that  this  will  be 
a  very  popular  route   for  San  Franciscans.      It  would 
provide  very  easy  transfer  from  people  coming  up  the 
Third  Street  corridor  on  the  Bayview  line,    should  that 
be  routed   in  one  of  the  alternatives  now  about  to  be 
analyzed  along  the  Embarcadero  Roadway.      And  again,  it 
is   accessible  transit,    which  we  do  not  have   for  the 
length  of  these  routes   for  now. 
Thank  you. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you.      Joe  Butler. 

MR.    BUTLER:      My  name   is  Joe   Butler.      I   am  an 
architect   in  San  Francisco. 

I  notice   in   looking  more  carefully  at  the 
boards   back  there,    that  Alternative   7    shows   an  enlarged 
median  between  three   lanes   of  traffic   in  each  direction 
in  front  of  the  Ferry  Building.     Alternative   1  shows 
the  present  alignment  along  the  Embarcadero  which  seems 
occasioned  by   avoiding  the  MUNI  metro  construction  and 
avoiding  all  public  open  space  and  other  existing 
elements   in  the  plaza. 

Alternatives   2,    3,    and   4    all   show   the  same 
Embarcadero  Roadway  alignment.      So  my   request   of  you 
today   is  that  you   take   the   scheme  that   I  submitted 
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earlier  today  and   include   it  with  one  of  the 
alternatives,    preferably  No.    2,    as  a  pedestrian 
alternative  so  that  the  EIR  looks   at  as  many  options  as 
possible   for  trying  to  determine  what  the  options  are. 
Having  the   same  alignment   in  three  schemes  doesn't  seem 
to   suit  that  purpose. 

So  I  would  humbly  request  that  you  include  the 
pedestrian  plaza   in  Alternative  2. 

Thank  you. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you.      Eula  Walters. 

MS.    WALTERS:      My  name   is   Eula  Walters.      I   am  a 
member  of   CACEP  and  this  turn   in  speaking,    I  am 
representing  the  tenants   from  the  Golden  Gateway 
Center . 

As   a   resident  of  the  Golden  Gateway  Center  for 
20   years   and   as   a   daily  user  of  the  pool   and  the  health 
facilities,    I   oppose  the  proposal   of  architects  DeMars 
and  Maletic.      Specifically,    I   am  opposed  to  the  Item 
No.    11   of  their  Alternative  No.    7,    the  written  proposal 
which   states,    a  pedestrian         a  podium-height  plus  or 
minus   20-feet  parking  garage  with  tennis  courts   on  top 
would  be  provided   at  the  Golden  Gateway  Corners   --  that 
is   the   Golden  Gateway  Center,    corners   of  Washington  and 
Drum  Streets. 

The   idea    is   preposterous.      This   is   simply  the 
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second  verse  to  the   same  old   song  that  the  Golden 
Gateway  Center  and  Perrini  have  been  humming   for  years. 
First,    it   is   too  cold  and  windy  to  play  tennis  above 
ground   in  that  area.      Second,    Mayor  Dianne  Feinstein 
stated   in   1984   that  this  property  was  to  remain  open 
space  in  perpetuity.      Further  additional,  unnecessary 
garages   or  buildings  would  add  tremendously  to  the 
already  excessive  traffic  pollution,    health  hazards 
along  Drum,    Washington,    and  the  Embarcadero.      We  don't 
need  more  cars  and  garages   in  this  area.     There  now 
exist  ample  parking   space   in  the  existing  garages  in 
this   area.      Namely,    the  Embarcadero   Building's  garages, 
the  Golden  Gate  garages,    the  Rincon  Annex  garages. 
Also  there   is   free  parking  at  the  Embarcadero  garages 
on  evenings  and  on  weekends   and  on  holidays. 

Mass  public  transit  is  the  aim  of  the  future. 
We  need  to  keep  our  air  clean  and  our  streets  safe  for 
pedestrians.      Please,    no  more  garages. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you. 

Carl  Maletic. 

MR.    MALETIC:      My   name   is   Carl   Maletic.      I  an 

an  architect.      I   have  been  working  on  the  various 

committees   over  the   last   four  and   a   half  years   on  the 

Embarcadero.      I   work   for  the    firm  of   DeMars   and  Maletic 

that   is   promoting  Alternative   7,    and   since   I    read  the 
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text  of  our  proposal   this  morning  into  the  record,  and 
there  are  copies  available,    I  have  decided  just  to  hit 
a   few  points  that  other  speakers  have  made,  real 
quickly. 

No.    1,   Norm  Rolfe  thank  you,   because  you  hit 
most  of  the  ones  that  I  was  going  to  go  get,  so 
everything  that  he  said   I  will  just  say  the  F-Line  and 
the  4-F  problem         the  4-F  problem  consisting  of  the 
status  of  the  Justin  Herman  Plaza  as  a   federal  park, 
needs  to  be  resolved   immediately  because  we  all  know 
how  long  that  kind  of  legislation  takes,    so  that  is  a 
really  high  priority. 

The  MUNI   layover  terminal   is  going  to  be  moved 

48  or  52   feet  east,    depending  on  who  you  ask 

somewhere  around  50   feet  east,    past  the   facade  on  what 

they   call   East  Street  Row,    which   is   the  Audiffred 

Building  itself.      That  50   feet  is  going  tie  up  the 

Embarcadero  alignment  so  tight  that  you  will   never  be 

able  to  run  a  rail   line  through  there,    so  that 

alignment  should  be   changed  and  the  MUNI   should  go  west 

or  north  or  simpler,    if  they  are   imaginative,    park  the 

buses   around  the  block.      There  are  other  solutions  to 

where  the  buses   could  be  and  MUNI   should   look  at  it 

much   closer  because   it    is   a  problem  that   if  they   let  it 

go  through   for  technical   reasons   for  MUNI,    they  will 
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regret   it   in  ten,    twenty  years. 

Hans  Korve ' s  traffic  engineering  numbers  are 
really   fragile  numbers.      They  can  change  at  any  moment, 
so  you  can't  put  any  in  traffic  engineers   --   it   is  not 
a   real   precise  art.      It  seems  to  be  something  that  can 
be   --  the  numbers   can  be  adjusted   in  any  direction  you 
like,    depending  on  what  your  cause  is. 

Mr.   Haas's  reconfiguration  of  the  ramps   --  the 
Folsom  Street  ramps         they  sound  interesting,    but  it 
sounds   like  more  study  and  Jim,    it  sounds   like  more 
highway  where  we  just  took  it  out,    so   it   is   really  not 
a   good   idea.      But  at  this  time,    we  need  to  get  the 
other  projects  built. 

Connect  the  F-Line  temporarily  to  what  I  just 
call   the  E-Line  which   is  a  Mid-Embarcadero   line  going 
south  from  Market  Street.      Excellent   idea,    do  it. 
Because  this  project  will   not  be  done  on  time  in 
anyone's   schedule  since  we  do  not  have   a  design  drawing 
completed  yet.      That   is  about  it. 

The  other  thing   is  the  Mid-Embarcadero  Open 
Space  Committee.      We   should  use  that   to   find   the  funds. 
There   is   some  money   there.      Let's   go   find  the   money  to 
do   it  to  do  the  urban  portions  of   this  project. 

Let's   see,    there  were  a   couple   other  details. 
There  were   bike   lanes   in  the  plans.      The  speaker 
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earlier  said  there  were  no  bike  lanes.      And  the 
Alternative  No.    7,    there   is  no  additional   cost  for 
that.      It   is   a  realignment,  basically. 
Thank  you. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you.      Ian  Ayers. 

MR.    AYERS:      HeTlo.      My  name   is   Ian  Ayers.  I 
am  an  architect  and   I   am  speaking   for  myself. 

I  have  just  been  looking  at  this  whole  problem 
for  quite  awhile  and   studying  things  and   I   am  finally 
ready  to  present   some   of  my  ideas. 

I  have  one  big  problem  with  all   the  schemes. 
We  have  all  sorts  of  projects  going  on.     We  have  got 
the   Caltrain  extension,    we  have  got  the  Third  Street 
corridor,    we  have  a  proposal   for  a  bay   link  over  the 
Bay   Bridge,    which   I   think  a   lot  of  people  don't  take 
very   seriously  and   I   haven't  until  Treasure  Island 
became  available.      At  some  point  we  will  need 
transportation  to  Treasure  Island  and  I  think  that 
should  be   looked   at  more   seriously.      We  have  also 
proposals   for  a  high-speed  state  rail   station  someplace 
in  this  neighborhood. 

I   think  that  all   those,    along  with  rebuilding 

the   terminal   separator  structure  and  deciding  what  to 

do   the   Transbay   Terminal,    need   to   be   planned,    at  least 

to  some  extent,  before  a  decision  can  be  made  on  any  of 
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these  things  because  they  all  interconnect.  That  would 
be  my   first  point. 

My  second  point,    relating  to  the  Transbay 
light  rail   on  the  Bay  Bridge         every  single  scheme 
presented  here  has  no  accommodation   for  even  the 
possibility  of  that.      It  would  be  very  difficult  with 
any  of  the   schemes,    to  ever  put  light  rail   on   the  Bay 
Bridge  without  blocking  off  ramps  that  are  necessary 
for  use  of  the  Bay  Bridge   for  automobile  travelers.  I 
think  that  needs  to  be   looked  at  and  hopefully 
accommodated . 

Third  point,    they   all   involve   keeping  the 
Transbay  Terminal,   which  I   think  is         I   suppose   a  lot 
of  the  developers   downtown  too  think  that   is   not  quite 
the  right  thing  to  do.      I   don't  see  the  use   for  it. 
For  buses   it   is  way  too   large.      Perhaps   if   you  were 
putting  the  Caltrain  to   it  or  some  state  rail   to  it, 
that  makes   sense,    but  no  one  has  decided  on   that  yet. 
If  you  are  doing   the  Transbay  rail   line,    that  should 
feed  directly   into  MUNI   underground   and   not   have  a 
single   stop  there.      I   would   like   to   propose   that   as  a 
suggestion  to   feed   into  the  MUNI   underground  there. 

Then   the   other   problem   I    have   with   all  these 
schemes   is   that  there   seems   to  be   a   great   deal  of 
conflict  between   surface   MUNI    rail    and   surface  public 
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transit  and  the   large   flows   of  automobiles   coining  off 
of  the  Bay  Bridge  and  going  to  their  various 
destinations  and  there   is   suggestions  about  traffic 
lighting  and  so  on.      But  I  think  there  is  better  ways 
of  doing  that.      I   have  got  a  proposal   for   it,  but 
unfortunately,    it   is   just  on   11  by  --  8   and  a  half  by 
11  here  and  I  would   like  to  submit  it  at  a   later  date. 
Is  that  possible? 

MR.    CRUZ:  Surely. 

MR.    AYERS:  Okay. 

MR.    CRUZ:      The  deadline   for  submittals  is 
March  21st. 

Thank  you. 
Tito  Patri. 

MR.    PATRI:     Thank  you  very  much.     My  name  is 
Tito   Patri.      I   am  a   landscape  architect   in  San 
Francisco  and  a   former  member  of  the  San  Francisco  Art 
Commission . 

Very  simply,    I   am   surprised  and  disappointed 

to  see  that  there   are  no  underground  alternatives  and 

feel  very  strongly  that  that   should  not  be   ruled  out. 

The   scoping         the  EIS/EIR  process   is  probably  the  best 

bargain  going.      It  would  cost  very  little,    I   think,  to 

include  that   in  the  EIR.      This   is   the  greatest 

waterfront   in   the  world   and  this   plaza   has  the 
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potential   to  be  the  greatest  plaza.      I   think   if  you 
exclude  the  underground  alternative,    I  think  you  are 
walking  away   from  that  terrific  opportunity. 

Thank  you  very  much- 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you. 

Is  there  anyone  else  who  at  this  point  would 
either  like  to   submit  a  card  or  speak? 

Yes,    Carl.      Please  come  to  the  microphone, 
MR.    MALETIC:      I  would  like  to  say  I   feel  as 
Mr.    Patri  does  about  the  underground.     However,    I  was 
convinced   about  a  week  ago  by  Mr.    Cruz,    that  due   --  he 
mentioned  the   fact  that  an  EIR  can  be  used  ten  years 
hence.      That   information  or  work  that  has  been  done  on 
the  underground  can  be  utilized  within  a  ten-year 
period.      I   hope  that   is  true,    because  therefore  there 
is   an  opportunity,    if  the  people  want  it,    if  people 
really  want  to  do   it.      I  don't  think  --  throwing  it 
right  out  the  door  but  we  have  to   fight   for  it.  At 
this  point,    the  cost  and  the  esthetics  are  killing  us. 
So   if  you  have  a   solution   for  those  two  things  and  get 
the  people  behind  you,    I'm   sure  you  can  do  it. 
MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you. 

Are   there   any   questions   about   anything  that 
was   covered  over  today's  session? 

MS.    HESTOR:      Sue   Hestor.      I   hate  asking 
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questions  that  you  may  have  answered  before  I   got  here, 

but  what  is  the  anticipated  release  date  and 

secondarily,    is  there  a  possibility  that  some  of  the 

information         I  mean,    we   are  asking   for  very  basic 

information  to  be   gathered,    that  some  of  that  might  be 

available  before  the  EIR  is  out.     Like  if  you  do 

surveys  of  projects  that  are  underway,    it  would  be 

helpful   if  the  public  had  the   ability  to  go  through 

basic   information  before  we  get  the  analysis   of  the 

impacts   of  the  various   alternatives.      It  is   just  very 

difficult  when  you  have   a   complicated  comprehensive  EIR 

which   is  what  we   are  going  to  get  on  this,    for  people 

to  prepare   comments    in   a   30-day  period  or  even   a  45-day 

period.      So  I   guess  my   question  is,    A,    can  you  --  what 

is  the  date  you  think  you  are  going  get  this   out?  And 

secondarily,    can  you  modify  the  process   so  that  working 

documents   are  made  available,    or  people  at   least  aware 

of  them  as  they  are  available,    rather  than  just 

available   as   the  EIR  has  done         things   like   the  survey 

of  all   the  transportation  projects? 

MS.    GITELMAN:      Well,    I  have   a   --  not   a  simple 

answer  to   that.      The   simple  part   of   it   is   right  now  we 

are   looking   at   a   schedule   of   producing   a  whole   range  of 

background  documents   required   by   Caltrans   and  preparina 

the  draft  EIS/EIR   for  release   to   the  public.  That 
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schedule  is   14   months   long.      Caltrans   does   not  permit 
us  to  release  draft  documents  to  the  public  until  they 
have   approved  them  and  until   they  have  been  approved  by 
the   feds,    which   is   at  about  the  time  they   are  actually 
publ ished . 

But  the  reason  I   said  my  answer  wasn't  simple 
is  that  I  think  that  some  of  the   information  that  you 
specifically  requested   is   just  basic   factual  data 
that         you  could  make  that  request  to  me  through  the 
environmental   process,    but  you  could   also  make  that 
request  through  Emilio,    through  any   number  of  other 
people  and   it   is   a  request  that  could  probably  be 
addressed  on  a  much   faster  timeframe.      I   am  talking 
specifically  about  property  ownership,    projects  that 
are   in  the  works   or  have  been  talked  about   in  the 
newspaper  and  elsewhere.      That   is   the  kind  of 
information  that   is   not  necessarily   only  going  to  be  in 
the  environmental   process   and   it   is   possible   that  you 
could  get  that   information   elsewhere   on   a  faster 
timeframe. 

MS.    HESTOR:      The   hammer   that   we   have   got    is  it 

has  to  be  done   for  the  EIR.      I   don't   know  how  much  of  a 

hammer  we   have   over   the   mayor's   office   to   get    them  to 

disgorge  all   of   the   planning   efforts   that   they   are  in 

the  middle   of,    but   I   think  what  you   have   suggested   is  a 
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good  idea. 

All   I  would  add         the  other  thing  I  would  ask 
is  that,    to  the  extent  possible,   there  be  a  realistic 
review  period  at  the  end.      I   assume  you  have  a  minimum 
45-day  comment  period  because  of  the  scope   of  this 
project,    but  people   should  not  get  a  notice  that  the 
EIR   is   available  and  have  to  spend  two  days  scurrying 
around  to  get   it.      It  would  be  helpful   if  you   sent  out 
cards,    before   it  was  published,    of  everyone  that  has 
wanted  to  get  a  physical  copy  mailed  to  them.      Just  the 
mechanical   things  to  make   it  easier  on  people  when  you 
are   coping  with   fairly  complicated  documents.      And  that 
all   of  the  back-up  documents  are  available,  especially 
at  the  Chinatown   library  and  the  main  library,    as  soon 
as   possible,    that  you  have  a   fairly  good  circulation 
place  because   a   lot   of  people  don't   come  to  the 
Planning  Department.      It   is  hard  to  come  9:00   to  5:00, 
especially  because  the  counter  is   closed   from   12:00  to 
1:30. 

So   if  you  could  work  out,    long  before  you 

release  the  documents,    how  you  are  going  to   release  it 

and   tell   people  where   it   is  going  to   be   available  and 

the   anticipated  date,    I   think  you  would  make   it   a  lot 

easier  on  your  audience.      Because  my   experience  is 

these  documents   always   come   out  right  before  holidays 
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because  everyone  uses  the  holidays  as  their  own 
personal         I  mean,    I   am  used  to  getting  things 
released  before  Christmas  and  before  other  things 
because  that   is  peoples'   work  schedule.      So  just  make 
it  easy  on  people. 

MS.    GITELMAN:      Thank  you. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Sir,    can  you  please  come  to  the 
microphone  and  state  your  name  again? 

MR.    MATHEWS:      Francis  Mathews.      I  spoke 
earlier  this  afternoon. 

I  wasn't  sure   I  heard  you  clearly  whether  or 
not  the  Environmental   Impact  Report  was  going  to 
address  all   four  alternatives  or  whether  or  not  you 
were  going  to   choose   one  ahead  of  time   and   focus  the 
energy  on  that. 

MR.    CRUZ:      All   the  alternatives  will   be  given 
equal  weight  throughout  the  environmental  process . 

MR.    MATHEWS:  Okay. 

MS.    GITELMAN:      As  part  of   this  scoping 

process   --   I   should   recap.      I   did  this    in   the  morning 

and   I   think  we         there   is   a  potential   to   get   lost  in 

all   of  this.      What  we   are  trying  to  do   right   now  is 

make   sure  that  we   get   input  on  the  number   and   range  of 

alternatives   that   are   going  to  be   studied.      Our  boss, 

the   Board   of  Supervisors,    our  kind  of  collective  boss, 
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has   told  us  they  want  us  to   study  Alternatives  1 
through  4   and  they  don't  want  us  to  go   further  with  5 
and   6.      But  we  want  to  hear   from  you.      If  you  want  5 
and   6   or  you  don't  want   3   or  4 ,    that   is  why  we  had  this 
scoping  meeting  and  that   is  why  we  continue  to  solicit 
and   accept  comments   through  March  the  21st.      So   I  just 
urge  you  to  state  your  opinions  and  let  us  know. 
MR.    CRUZ:  Michael. 

MR.    LEVIN:      Thank  you.      Michael  Levin. 

Just  a  brief   question  regarding  what  you  just 
said.      Alternatives   1   through   4   don't  specifically 
indicate  that  there    is   any   possibility  of  reconfiguring 
the   Embarcadero  traffic   lanes  to  the  west  around  the 
plaza.      Is   that  correct  or   is  there   leeway  there?  is 
that   incorporated   into  the  alternative? 

MS.    GITELMAN:      Right   now,    they   are   not.  They 
are  drawn  at  the  back  as  they  are  defined  currently, 
but  that   is  exactly  the  kind  of  comment  that  is 
important   for  us   to   receive.      If  there   is   a   lot  public 
sentiment  that   one   or   all    of   those   alternatives  should 
include   an   alignment   that   curves   one  way  or  the  other, 
we   should  hear  that. 

MR.    LEVIN:      I   think  that   is   a   separate  issue 

from   everything  else   here,    you  know,'  whether   the  ramf., 

should  be   rebuilt,    terminal   separator,    all   this.      Th  i 
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is  just  a  very  simple  —  not  simple,    but  focused 
question  of  how  the  plaza  will  be  configured   and  the 
roadway  around  it.      So   I  think  that  should 
definitely  —  whether  or  not  you  want  to  include 
Alternative  7,   which  specifically  mentions  that  the 
lanes  would  curve  to  the  left,   but  originally  that  was 
going  to  be  partly  underground.      Whether  or  not  you 
include  that,    I  wouldn't  want  to  see  the  possibility  of 
aligning  the  lanes  to  the  left  to  the  west  of  the  plaza 
excluded  just  because  it   is  not  shown   in  these 
particular  sketches. 

Thank  you. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Okay.      If  there   are  no  other 
comments,    then  this  concludes  this  session.      And  again, 
you  have  until  March   21st  to   submit  written  comments. 

Thank  you. 

We  are  going  to  have   one  more  public  comment 
entered   into  the   record.      Andrew  Ves se 1 i nov i t ch .  If 
you  can  state  your  name   and   affiliation   and   then  go 
ahead  with  your  public  comment. 

MR.    VESSELINOVITCH :  Okay. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Excuse   me.      We   have   one   more  person 
commenting,    if  we   could   please  hold   it  down   a  little 
bit.      Thank  you  - 

MR.    VESSELINOVITCH:      My   name   is  Andrew 
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Vessel inov itch .      I   am  the  chair  of  the  San  Francisco 
Bicycle  Advisory  Committee.      I,    unfortunately,    have  not 
prepared  a  statement  today  and  I  plan  to  submit  a 
written  statement. 

However,    I   came  here  today  to  urge  you  to 
consider  any  replacement  of  the  Embarcadero  Freeway  as 
serving  more  than   simply  moving  automobiles. 
Unfortunately  in  San  Francisco  and  more  so   in  other 
parts  of  the  country,   we  have  made  over  our  cities  as 
places   to  move  and  park  cars   to  the  detriment  of  civic 
life.      Moving  cars  should   simply  be   one  of  the  many 
goals  of  whatever  replaces  the  Embarcadero  Freeway. 
And   especially,    it  should  be  a  place  where  one  can  walk 
and  bicycle   for  recreation   as  well   as  transportation. 

Thank  you. 

MR.    CRUZ:      Thank  you  very  much. 
[Whereupon,    the  hearing   concluded  at  7:19 
o ' cl ock  p.m.] 
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Compilation  of  Comments  Received 
on  "Comments"  Form 
(pp.  F-1  thru  F-4) 


APPENDIX 


Compilation  of  "Comments"  Form  Responses 
Scoping  Process,  EIS/EIR 
TSS  and  Embarcadero  Freeway  Alternatives 


Total  Responses:  17 


1.  There  are  several  replacement  alternatives  identified  for  possible  evaluation  and  analysis 
in  the  EIS/EIR 

a.  Do  you  think  any  of  these  are  NOT  worth  studying? 

*  Alternative  3;  an  additional  eastbound  off-ramp  is  not  needed  and  would 

significantly  decrease  positive  neighborhood  development  on  2nd  Street. 

*  Alternatives  2  and  4  are  inadequate  in  terms  of  transportation  service. 

*  They  are  worth  studying,  but  not  accepting. 

*  Alternative  3,  because  of  severe  negative  impact  on  Second  Street  and 

adjacent  blocks. 

*  No  further  study  on  alternatives  5  and  6!  The  original  was  a  huge  mistake  that  only  a 

deadly  and  destructive  earthquake  was  able  to  right.  Thankfully,  the  Board 
of  Supes  has  had  the  wisdom  to  reject  the  alternative.  In  a  city  which  daily 
faces  air  and  noise  pollution,  the  undesirable  land  uses  caused  by  automobiles 
(parking  lots  and  garages,  freeways,  gas  stations,  and  body  shops,  etc.),  and 
hazards  to  bicyclists  and  pedestrians,  it  is  insane  and  illogical  to  make  any 
more  efforts  to  accommodate  automobiles.  For  this  reason,  alternatives  3  and  7, 
which  involve  additional  ramp  construction,  should  also  not  be  considered 
except  for  Alternative  7's  public  plaza,  in  front  of  the  Ferry  Building. 

*  No. 

*  Alternarives  #5/6:  -  entirely  too  much  rebuilding  of  freeway  structure;  Alternative  #3: 

not  necessary  in  view  of  possible  other  alternatives  to  increase  traffic  flow  in 
area /environmental  degradation,  etc. 

*  #3  because  it  dumps  excessive  commuter  traffic  onto  local  streets;  #5  and  #6  because 

they  involve  reconstructing  the  massive  TSS;  #7  because  of  the  same  problem  as  #3. 

*  On  the  whole,  all  alternatives  seem  to  consist  mainly  of  adding  three  stub  off  ramps  and 

one  stub  on  ramp  to  the  already  existing  roadway.  As  such,  I  do  not  find  anv  of 
these  alternatives  adequate  in  addressing  access  to  the  northern  waterfront. 

*  Alternatives  3  and  7  -  to  the  extent  they  require  constiuction  of  new  on  and  off  ramps  at 

Second  Street.  These  will  bring  additional  traffic  into  an  area  alreadv  saturated 
with  autos.  This  is  a  residential  area  that  will  suffer  from  additional  traffic. 


b.  Are  there  other  alternatives  which  should  be  considered? 

*  Faster  development  of  Embarcadero/ 1-280  southbound  connectivity. 

*  One  that  does  not  negatively  impact  any  neighborhood.  No  one  should  expect     be  the 

person  sacrificed. 

*  Under  Alternative  "7,"  there  should  remain  an  option  that  would  include  tho  possibilitv 

of  an  underpass  directly  in  front  of  the  Ferry  Building;  since  this  W(nild  ini>st 
directly  speed  automobile  traffic  through  the  area  and  better  serve  the 
Northeastern  Waterfront  (Chinatown,  North  Beach,  Fisherman's  VVhart). 

K-  1 


*  Of  course!  The  scope  of  the  alternatives  is  entirely  inadequate.  Every  single  one  caters 

largely  to  automobiles!  We  need  to  find  efficient,  effective  and  sane  ways  to  move 
people,  not  automobiles,  around.  This  is  an  important  distinction  that  planners  are 
failing  to  make!  How  about  a  truly  radical  alternative  like  linaiting  traffic  to  one 
lane  on  each  side  and  turning  the  rest  over  to  a  public  transit  thoroughfare,  bike 
path,  pedestrian  path,  greenery,  and  all  with  less  air  pollution.  Why  should 
the  jewel  that  is  our  waterfront  be  sacrificed  to  "auto mobility?"  Learn  from  the 
great  cities  of  the  world  that  realize  the  value  of  an  easily  accessible,  pleasant 
waterfront! 

*  Any  alternative  not  requiring  re-building  of  freeway  on/off  ramps. 

*  I  favor  further  study  of  Alternative  2. 

*  1  urge  you  to  give  full  consideration  to  the  conceptual  plan  presented  by  Vernon  DeMars 

and  Carl  Maletic  for  a  truly  great  plaza  on  the  land  side  of  the  Ferry  Building. 

*  For  the  Embarcadero  section:  the  plan  proposed  by  Architect  George  McLaughlin  is,  in 

my  opinion,  superior  aesthetically,  functionally  and  economically  to  any  of  the 
alternatives  currently  under  consideration.  It  is  similar  to  Alternatives  6  &  7,  but 
curves  both  north  and  southbound  lanes  inland  and  takes  them  completely  below 
grade  only  at  the  width  of  Market  Street.  The  downslopes  are  roofed  and  covered 
with  low-rise  buildings,  similar  to  the  Embarcadero  Center  and  a  large  pedestrian 
plaza  is  placed  in  front  of  the  Ferry  building.  The  best  plan  yet! 

*  Make  a  full  link  to  the  Golden  Gate  Bridge  from  the  Bay  Bridge.  Traffic  on  surface 

streets,  i.e..  Franklin,  Fell,  Oak,  is  horrible  and  dangerous. 

*  Can  the  "pedestrian  '  plaza  in  front  of  the  Ferry  Building  be  considered  as  an  optional 

roadway  alignment  for  The  Embarcadero  -  or  as  scheme  #8? 

*  The  upgrade  and  re-design  of  The  Embarcadero  elements  should  be  pursued.  Extending 

Route  280  to  The  Embarcadero  and  expansion  of  the  Fourth  Street  off-ramp  from 
1-80  should  be  considered. 

2.  The  EIS/EIR  will  consider  a  number  of  environmental  issues:  as  outlined  in  the  workbook 
material: 

a.  Do  you  have  any  specific  comments  on  any  of  the  issues  listed? 

*  Yes:  excessive  traffic,  noise,  pollution,  seismic  issues,  air  quality,  transportation, 

visual  quality,  glare  and  auto  light,  pedestrians  in  danger,  congestion 
(traffic).. 

*  I'm  concerned  that  increased  traffic  on  Second  Street  will  decrease  air  quality 

and  increase  noise  and  dirt.  The  proposed  on/off  ramp  will  seriously 
diminish  the  visual  quality  of  the  neighborhood. 

*  How  can  the  "visual  quality /aesthetics,  including  urban  design  and  views"  as 

listed  be  analyzed  for  impact  if  the  Project  consists  of  roadways  only  and  no 
actual  Urban  Design  for  this  particular  study? 

*  When  identifying  mitigation  measures,  do  not  overlook  the  bicycle.  It  doesn't 

pollute,  makes  no  noise,  takes  up  very  littie  land,  etc.  etc.  How  about 
including  a  segregated  bike  lane  on  each  side?  You'll  actually  be  decreasing 
congestion  by  encouraging  people  to  bike.  If  I  had  a  dime  for  every  person 
who  told  me  they'd  bike  if  they  felt  safe... 

*  The  Second  Street  area  has  become  much  more  residential  and  user-friendly  since  the 

freeway  ramps  were  torn  down  after  the  '89  quake.  The  building  suggested  in 
Alternative  #3  would  destroy  this  new  neighborhood  with  increased  pollution, 
noise,  traffic,  two  years  of  construction,  decrease  of  light,  increase  of  shadow, 
possible  impact  on  value  of  residential  and  business  properties,  possible  loss  of 
valuable  and  scarce  parking  spaces. 


*  I  am  especially  concerned  about  the  negative  impact  of  heavy  auto  traffic  on  city  streets 

and  neighborhoods  and  therefore  favor  a  plan  which  de-emphasizes  auto  use  and 
encourages  transit  use. 

*  There  should  be  a  traffic  impact  analysis  for  option  3. 

*  Freeway  is  not  needed  since  you  are  not  going  to  widen  the  bridge. 

*  Add:  1)  Neighborhood  appearance;  and  2)  pedestrian  traffic. 

*  Noise  along  Stillman;  visual:  as  much  as  there  is  no  open  view  along  Stillman, 

construction  of  off-ramp  will  further  hinder  (view)  with  a  new  structure. 

*  1)  These  alternatives  conflict  with  the  Department  of  City  Planning's  South  of  Market 

Zoning  Control  Plan.  2)  Noise  will  be  increased  from  traffic  entering  and  exiting. 
3)  Pedestrian  traffic  on  Second  Street  will  be  adversely  affected.  4)  Additional  air 
pollution  as  more  cars  enter  the  neighborhood.  5)  The  growth  of  residential 
occupants  will  be  curtailed  as  additional  traffic  makes  the  area  less  desirable. 
6)  Formerly  increasing  tax  base  will  erode  due  to  loss  of  desirability. 

b.  Are  there  other  environmental  issues  which  should  be  addressed? 

*  Health  issues.  Quality  of  life  issues.  Increased  crime  issues.  Increased  homeless 

population.  Dirt.  CollecHon  of  bottles  and  paper  from  autos. 

*  Congestion  on  Third  Street;  Stillman  is  presently  a  street  developing  nicely;  an  off-ramp 

structure  will  definitely  hinder  its  development. 
•  *  A  sound  wall. 

*  The  list  is  actually  pretty  exhaustive,  but  the  difficult  part  will  be  to  make  those 

difficult  choices  later  on.  How  well  do  you  think  you  can  mitigate  the  effects  of 
increased,  untrammeled  traffic  on  The  Embarcadero?  Good  luck. 

*  Under  "land  use":  The  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49USC  1653(f)  must  be  rescinded 

by  either  the  S.F.  Board  of  Supervisors,  traded  for  another  urban  park,  or  by  a 
public  referendum;  otherwise  this  will  impose  a  design  constraint  that  will 
severely  limit  the  grand  scale  of  the  vacated  open  space.  Under  "hazards":  Tlie 
contaminated  soil  along  The  Embarcadero  roadway  (i.e.  petroleum,  lead,  etc.)  must 
be  studied  under  this  EIS/EIR  in  the  event  that  10  years  hence  excavation  is 
required  to  implement  some  change  to  the  current  proposed  alternatives. 

3.  Have  you  any  other  comments  you  wish  to  share  with  the  study  team? 

*  I  would  hope  that  the  new  facility  is  sufficient  to  serve  a  China  Basin  Baseball  Park  And 

a  Rincon  Hill  Arena. 

*  Why  was  this  project  not  given  more  public  exposure?  Why  were  property  owners  not 

notified? 

*  There  should  be  close  coordination  with  the  Port  Authority  and  the  Ferry  Building 

study. 

*  You  are  taking  away  valuable  parking;  we  do  not  need  any  more  cars  if  you  continually 

take  away  parking! 

*  Whatever  is  done,  it  is  ridiculous  it  took  so  long.  1  hopK?  Tlie  Embarcadero  is 

connected  with  modified  ramps  and  that  much  of  this  congestion  be  rcnun  irotn 
city  streets. 
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*  I  observe  this  area  on  a  daily  basis.  My  unit  faces  the  Bay  Bridge.  I  walk  to  work,  take 

the  MUNI  from  work  and  drive.  The  traffic  patterns  are  poor.  Streets  could  be 
better  developed  to  handle  traffic  flow  to  The  Embarcadero.  Once  traffic  hits 
Market  Street,  there  is  little  alternative.Traffic  should  be  discouraged  from  going 
into  North  of  Market  and  financial  area.  Streets  are  not  designed  to  be  freeways. 
The  parking  is  too  high-priced  and  not  sufficient  to  handle  the  present  amount  of 
traffic.  We  should  look  to  decrease  traffic  and  not  add  ramps  that  will  increase 
traffic.  Consider  better  mass  transit  systems  that  connect  the  East  Bay  and 
Peninsula  to  San  Francisco.  Approve  BART  to  the  Airport  (SFX).  The  financial 
district  and  downtown  area  should  not  be  where  traffic  converges.  Buses,  delivery 
trucks,  postal  and  freight  services  need  this  area.  People  who  come  to  the  City  to 
shop  or  for  an  appointment  should  be  encouraged  to  take  mass  transit.  Second  Street 
is  the  poorest  choice  to  transport  traffic.  Stillman  Street  is  not  designed  to  handle 
hundreds  of  cars.  This  is  a  neighborhood  with  residents.  The  Clock  Tower  doesn't 
need  lights  and  traffic  and  noise  coming  into  their  building  and  the  homes  of 
hundreds  of  people. 

*  I  believe  that  we  now  have  an  unusual  opportunity  to  alter  the  former  auto-oriented 

travel  patterns  of  commuters  and  visitors  to  the  waterfront  area,  including 
Fisherman's  Wharf  and  later,  the  Presidio  Park  as  well  as  Fort  Mason.  A  way  to 
do  this  is  to  place  first  priority  on  completion  of  the  F-Line  even  before  roadway 
projects  are  completed.  The  F-Line  will  interface  with  BART  and  later  CalTrain  so 
that  regional  travelers,  as  well  as  tourists,  can  gain  easy  access  to  these  portions 
of  the  S.F.  waterfront. 

•  *  Other  alternatives  seem  possible:  other  funding  sources  for  work  on  Embarcadero  (since 

on/off  ramps  seem  to  be  incentive  for  getting  funds);  expansion  of  Fourth  Street  off- 
ramp  capabilities,  better  signs/signals  on  surface  streets  to  facilitate  traffic 
movement.  We  don't  need  more  monolithic,  intimidating  concrete  roadways  in  this 
blossoming  area. 

*  Thanks  for  the  opportunity  to  comment  and  thanks  for  listening. 

*  Second  Street  is  heavily  used  by  pedestrians  traveling  between  the  Financial  District  and 

SOMA.  The  street  is  also  home  to  a  significant  number  of  homeowners.  Introducing 
freeway  on/off  ramps  to  Second  Street  is  NOT  compatible  with  these  existing  uses. 
*The  need  to  build  these  ramps  to  meet  a  "capacity"  quota  and  secure  Federal  funding  is 

ridiculous.  In  an  environment  where  the  City  and  State  governments  are  broke,  the 
expenditure  on  un- needed  ramps  is  misguided.  The  money  should  be  spent  on 
strengthening  the  Bay  Bridge,  bringing  BART  to  SFO  and  extending  Caltrain  to  Beale 
and  Folsom.  These  alternatives  are  outrageous! 

Comment  forms  were  submitted  by;  Peter  Brouwer,  Larry  Brown,  F,  Joseph  Butler,  Jim  Collins, 

Douglas  Hall,  Neal  Johnson,  Richard  Kung,  Andreas  Kyriakou,  Beverly  Labin,  Gary  T.  Lang, 
Niko  Letunic,  Carl  Malefic,  James  R.  McCarthy,  Arthur  L.  Meader,  III,  Arthur  H.  MicheL 
Chris  Reynolds,  Rosalind  Scott 
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Compilation  of  Evaluation  Forms 
Scoping  Process,  EIS/EIR 
TSS  and  Embarcadero  Freeway  Alternatives 


Number  Received:  10 


1.  How  do  you  rate  the  meeting  on  an  overall  basis? 

Very  Good:  6  Good:  2  Poor:   1  No  Answer:  1 

Comment;  (No  answer)  I  arrived  late,  so  I  did  not  hear  the  full  presentation. 


2,  The  level  of  information  was: 

Too  Technical:   0  About  right:   9  Not  technical  enough:  0 

No  Answer:  1 

Comments; 

*  Maps  in  workbook  were  not  specific  enough;  plans  shown  on  boards  should 

have  been  included  (or  be  made  available). 

*  The  plans  would  be  hard  to  read  by  most  lay  people,  so  sections  and 

elevations  would  have  helped.  (I  don't  know  that  they 
exist,  though.) 


3.  The  meeting  times  were;        Convenient:   9  Inconvenient:  1 

Comments;  (Inconvenient)  Meetings  held  on  Mondays  and  Fridays  always  get  less 
turnout.  Mondays  are  bad! 

a.  Session  attended:  Noon  to  2:00  p.m.  4 

5:30  -  7:30  p.m.  5 
No  answer:  1 

b.  If  the  times  were  inconvenient,  what  time  of  day  would  you  prefer?    6:00  -  8:00  p.m. 

Comment: 

Both  rimes  seem  O.K. 

c.  If  the  day  was  inconvenient,  what  day  would  you  prefer? 

Tuesday,  Wednesday,  Thursday 


4.  The  meeting  location  was:  Convenient:  10 

Comment: 

*  In  general,  the  closer  to  Market  Street,  the  better. 


5.  Were  the  materials  distributed  helpful?       Yes:  10 
Commenfa 

*  Informarion  regarding  budgets  and  scliodulos  for  each 
alternarive  would  also  be  useful. 
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6.  How  did  you  learn  about  the  meeting?  (Check  all  that  apply) 

Received  notice  in  mail:  5 

Saw  newspaper  notice:  3 

in  Sunday  Examiner/Chronicle:  2 
in  Independent:  1 

Other:  2 

Referral:  1 

Organization:  1  (Clocktower  Homeowners  Assn.) 

7.  Any  other  comments? 

*  Insufficient  notice  to  general  public. 

*  Thanks  for  what  seems  like  a  very  honest  effort  to  listen  to  the 

residents  of  the  City.  We're  all  affected  by  such 
developments  and  some  of  us  want  to  help  shape  them. 

*  None  of  the  alternatives  include:  1)  an  alternative  for  the  MUNI 

layover  and  2)  the  "pedestrianization"  of  the  Ferry 
Building  -  that  is  -  all  alternatives  have  parking  spaces 
and  nunimal  pedestrian  space  between  the  building  and 
the  Embarcadero  roadway.  Alternahve  7  meets  the  second 
objective  only  half  way,  assuming  a  pedestrian  will  cross 
the  northbound  Embarcadero  roadway.  San  Francisco 
should  strive  for  a  continuous,  generous  waterfront 
esplanade!! 
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^Miller  Freeman,  Inc. 

A  MEMBER  OF  THE  UNITED  NEWSPAPERS  GROUP 


600  Harrison  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94107  U.S.A.  415  •  905-2200  FAX  41 5  •  905-2232 


March  18,  1994 


^•^^  2  /  1994 


Ms.  Barbara  W.  Sahm 
Office  of  Environmental  Review 
Department  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Dear  Ms.  Sahm: 

Please  say  NO  to  Caltrans  plan  to  build  the  Second  Street/Stillman  off-ramp.  The 
S0MA/2nd  street  neighborhood  has  finally  become  a  relatively  safe  and  pleasant  area. 
To  increase  the  congestion  of  traffic  by  building  an  off-ramp  would  create  both  health 
and  safety  hazards  as  well  as  ruin  the  ambience  of  an  area  that  has  taken  years  of 
effort  and  money  to  achieve. 

The  traffic  congestion  in  the  area  is  already  difficult  during  commute  hours,  and  very 
busy  during  business  hours.  Adding  an  off-ramp  into  the  neighborhood  would  have 
a  negative  impact  on  parking,  tie  up  transit,  and  generally  create  a  transportation 
nightmare.  Now  our  employees  are  able  to  safely  walk  to  many  of  their  appointments, 
enjoy  South  Park,  and  walk  to  the  numerous  restaurants  in  the  area.  Clients  visiting 
our  office  can  also  enjoy  these  benefits  of  our  location.  Increasing  traffic  congestion 
would  not  only  create  hazard  for  pedestrians,  but  increase  the  noise  level,  and 
propagate  dirt  and  trash.  Ultimately,  the  overall  value  of  the  neighborhood  would  be 
effected. 

Again,  on  behalf  of  Miller  Freeman,  Inc.,  I  urge  you  to  recommend  that  any  plan  for 
a  Second/Stillman  off-ramp  be  abandoned  so  that  the  newly  revitalized  SOMA  can 
maintain  the  quality  residents  and  business  have  worked  so  hard  to  achieve. 


Sincerely, 


Eiise  Berticevich 
Facilities  Department 
"^A^jsistant  Manager 
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San  Francisco  •  New  York  •  Atlanta  •  Boston  •  Chicago  •  Cupertino  •  Dallas  •  Laguna  Beach  •  Woodlana  Hillf  •  Brussels  •  London  •  Tokvo 


C&C  INVESTMENTS 


March  28,  1994 


Mr.   Rudy  Nothenberg 
The  Mayor's  Office 
City  Hall 
Room  200 

San  Francisco,   California  94102 


Subject:  Terminal  Separator 
Dear  Mr.  Nothenberg: 


We  are  most  pleased  with  your  firm  stand  on  the  elimination  of 
the  Transit  Terminal  Separator. 

Your  vision  will  lead  to  a  significant  improvement  in  the  area 
for  the  benefit  of  all  of  the  people.     We  have  reviewed  the 
Preliminary  Alternatives  proposed  for  inclusion  in  the  EIR  on 
replacement  of  the  Transit  Terminal  Separator.     We  continue  to 
urge  the  creation  of  a  sub-surface  Embarcadero  Roadway 
(Alternative  7).     At  the  very  least,   Alternative  3  should  be 
initiated.     The  removal  of  the  Embarcadero  Freeway  and  the 
Terminal  Separator  have  gone  a  long  way  to  improve  the  South  of 
Market  area.     Implementation  of  either  Alternative  3  or  7  would 
go  a  long  way  to  finishing  the  job. 

We  are  grateful  to  you  and  sincerely  appreciate  your  support  of 
this  proposal. 

Yours  very  truly. 


DAB : jmn 
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SUITE  ^04      •      101  HOWARD  STREET      •      SAN  FRANCISCO,  CALIFORNIA  94 105 


February  28,  1994 


RE:     The  potential  rebuilding  of  the  Transbay  Tenninal  Separator  Structure 
To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 

I  am  a  resident  of  the  ClockTower  Lofts  located  on  Second  Street  between  Bryant  Street  and  the 
Bay  Bridge.  The  ClockTower  Lofts  include  127  condominium  residences  with  rou^y  200 
residents.  The  purpose  of  this  letter  is  to  ask  you  to  consider  my  views  on  tlie  Terminal  Separator 
Structure/Transbay  Tenninal  Report  to  the  Mayor. 

Alternative  Three  should  be  removed  from  any  farther  consideration.  Alternative  Three  is 
particularly  undesirable  because  it  includes  the  construction  of  a  new  off-ramp  onto  Second  Street 
and,  in  essence,  directly  onto  our  building  and  into  what  is  now  a  residential  nei^borhood  with 
substantial  pedestrian  trafBc.  There  are  many  other  reasons  to  remove  Alternative  Three  from 
consideration: 

•  Second  Street  is  one  of  &e  few  remaining  "quiet"  streets  leading  rig^t  downtown,  it  is  tree  lined, 
and  has  considerable  and  increasing  pedestrian  traffic  throu^out  tiie  week. 

•  The  impaa  on  local  traffic  of  a  rebuilt  Hig^iway  280  and  an  improved  Embarcadero  is  still 
unknown.  Furthermore,  the  extension  of  CalTrain  to  downtown,  when  completed,  should 
greatly  reduce  pressure  on  our  freeway  system. 

•  The  coYistruction  of  a  Harrison  Street  on-ramp  for  south  boimd  traffic  would  bring  more  traffic 
into  an  area  already  congested  by  East  Bay  bound  traffic  trying  to  use  tiie  Bay  Brid^  on  ramps 
in  the  nei^borhood. 

•  In  view  of  the  transportation  improvements  occurring  in  this  area,  tiiere  is  no  evidence  that  these 
new  ramps  would  improve  traffic  flow  in  and  out  of  tiie  dty. 

•  The  construction  would  create  havoc,  and  the  additional  structures  would  darken  the 
neigjiborhood,  create  smell  and  noise  nuisances  and  ruin  much  of  the  potential  diis 
neighborhood  has  for  residential  use. 

The  development  of  the  SOMA  neigjiborhhod  is  sometiiing  that  many  residents  have  invested  iiL 
Please  provide  die  vision  now  to  allow  our  neigjiborhood  to  grow  witiiout  tiie  negative  effects  that 
imposing  freeway  structures  will  cause.  The  renaissance  of  our  historic  part  of  The  City  will  be 
pennanentiy  marred  by  any  freeway  development  that  occurs. 

I  thank  you  for  your  consideration  of  the  above  observations  and  issues. 


Resident 

461  Second  Street  #657 
San  FrancisQO  CA  94107 
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March  17,  1994 

Barbara  W.  Sahm 
Environmental  Review  Officer 
Department  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

RE:  Replacement  Alternatives  for  the  Terminal  Separator  Structure  and  the  Embarcadero  Freeway 

Dear  Ms.  Sahm, 

I  am  a  resident  of  the  CIockTower  Lofts  located  on  Second  Street  between  Bryant  Street,  and  the 
Bay  Bridge.  The  CIockTower  Lofts  include  127  condominium  residences  with  rou^y  200 
residents.  The  purpose  of  this  letter  is  to  ask  you  to  consider  my  views  on  the  Terminal  Separator 
Structure/Transbay  Terminal  Report  to  the  Mayor 

Alternative  Three  should  be  removed  from  consideration.  This  alternative  is  particularly 
undesirable  because  it  includes  the  construction  of  a  new  off-ramp  onto  Second  Street  and,  in 
essence,  directly  onto  our  building  and  into  what  is  now  a  residential  neig^iborhood  witii  substantial 
pedestrian  traffic.  There  are  many  oilier  reasons  to  remove  Alternative  Three  from  consideration: 

•  The  report  to  the  Mayor  indicates  that  the  ratio  of  expected  peak  demand  to  capacity  is  met  by 
current  ramp  capacity,  thus  additional  ramps  at  2nd  street  are  not  required  to  meet  expected 
demand. 

•  The  impact  on  local  traffic  of  a  rebuilt  Hi^way  280  and  an  improved  Embarcadero  is  still 
unknown  and  the  extension  of  CalTrain  to  downtown,  when  completed,  should  reduce  expected 
capacity  requirements. 

•  In  view  of  the  transportation  improvements  in  the  area,  there  is  insufficient  evidence  that  these 
new  ramps  are  needed  to  improve  traffic  flow  in  and  out  of  the  city. 

•  The  construction  would  create  havoc  for  years,  and  the  additional  structures  would  darken  the 
nei^borhood,  create  smell  and  noise  nuisances  and  ruin  much  of  the  potential  this 
neighborhood  has  for  residential  use. 

•  Second  Street  is  one  of  the  few  remaining  "quiet"  streets  leading  ri^t  downtown,  it  is  tree  lined, 
and  has  considerable  and  increasing  pedestrian  traffic  througjiout  the  week. 

•  No  turmel  options  were  considered.  The  removal  of  the  TSS  structure  has  created  clear  space 
under  which  tuimel  access  to  1-280  and/or  US  10 1  could  be  built.  CalTrain  ri^t  of  way  could 
also  be  overloaded  with  tunnel  access  to  these  freeways.  These  tunnels  could  be  used  for 
alternating  direction  peak  access  to  and  from  the  freeways. 

The  development  of  the  SOMA  nei^borhhod  is  something  that  both  The  City  and  residents  have 
invested  in.  Please  provide  the  vision  now  to  allow  our  nei^borhood  to  grow  without  the  negative 
eifects  that  imposing  freeway  structures  will  cause.  The  renaissance  of  our  historic  part  of  The  City 
will  be  permanentiy  marred  by  any  surface  or  above  surface  freeway  development  tliat  occurs. 
Only  underground  or  no  build  options  should  be  considered. 

Sincerely^ 


-  Peter  Brouwer 
Resident. 

461  Second  Street.  #657 
San  Francisco  CA  94107 
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March  17,  1994 

Waterfront  Transportation  Projects 
Room  289 
City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 

Below  is  my  response  for  your  "Comments  Form"  regarding  replacement  alternatives  for  the 
Terminal  Separator  Strucmre  and  Embarcadero  Freeway.  I  hope  you  will  carefully  consider  this 
and  all  other  letters  in  opposition  to  Alternative  3. 

Question  1-a.  Alternative  3:  New  Ramps  at  Second  Street  should  not  be  considered.  The  1989 
Quake  created  an  oppormnity  for  this  neighborhood  to  change  from  a  largely  industrial  to  largely 
residential  and  small  business  neighborhood.  Alternative  #3  should  not  be  considered  because: 

■  the  increased  traffic  will  be  a  hazard  to  those  of  us  who  W.ALK  in  our  own 
neighborhood. 

■  it  ignores  the  increasingly  RESIDENTIAL  nature  of  this  area. 

■  no  residential  neighborhood  should  be  used  as  a  PASS-THROUGH  for  thousands 
of  cars  on  their  way  to  somewhere  else.  Also,  there  are  already  enough  cars  on 
Bryant  St.  on  their  way  to  the  Bay  Bridge. 

■  the  1989  Quake  blessed  this  city  with  ruining  the  Embarcadero  Freeway.  Let's 
not  replace  it  with  another  concrete  eyesore. 

■  I'm  all  in  favor  of  the  work  on  the  Embarcadero,  but  we've  heard  that  the 
replacement  alternatives  for  the  Terminal  Separator  will  help  finance  the 
completion  of  the  Embarcadero  project.  First,  Alternative  #3  would  ruin  the  ver>' 
area  the  work  on  the  Embarcadero  is  trying  to  improve.  Second,  cit>-  officials 
should  have  identified  resources  for  the  cost  of  the  Embarcadero  work  BEFORE 
beginning  the  work.  Third,  no  neighborhood  should  bear  the  brunt  of  the  e.xpense 
of  the  Embarcadero. 


MARCI  BROWN 

COMMUNICATIONS  SPECIALIST 
461  SECOND  STREET,  SUITE  T-455 
SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA  94107-1416 
PHONE:  415/777/1902 

FAX:  415/777/1905  M-5 


Question  1-b.  I  think  the  "no  replacement"  alternative  is  the  most  viable  alternative.  This  city 
is  perfectly  capable  of  improving  traffic  flow  by  using  existing  resources  ~  re-surfacing  existing 
roads,  reviewing  traffic  pattern  options,  better  signs.  Let's  explore  those  options  first.  If  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  to  increase  flow  off  of/on  Hwy.  101  and  into/out  of  the  City,  why  not 
explore  widening  existing  on  and  off  ramps? 

Question  2-a.  I  believe  the  proposed  Alternative  #3  would  negatively  impact  1)  visual 
quality /aesthetics;  2)  transportation;  3)  air  quality;  4)  noise;  5)  shadows,  light;  6)  social, 
economic  and  relocation  impacts. 

Question  2-b.  The  increased  residential  nature  of  this  neighborhood  should  be  addressed  and 
considered. 

Question  3.  I  welcome  the  oppormnity  to  take  city  policy  makers  and  staff  members  from  the 
Waterfront  Transportation  Projects  on  a  walking  tour  of  this  neighborhood.  The  only  way  to 
understand  this  area  is  to  walk  around  it.  I  firmly  believe  the  proposed  Alternative  #3  will  have 
an  impact  on  this  neighborhood  that  is  much  more  far-reaching  than  is  realized.  THIS 
NEIGHBORHOOD  HAS  CHANGED!  COME  SEE  FOR  YOURSELVES. 

Thank  you  for  the  oppormnity  to  respond  to  this  issue.  Please  put  me  on  your  mailing  list  for 
fumre  meetings  and  hearings  regarding  this  project.  Also,  please  feel  free  to  call  me  if  you  have 
any  questions  or  need  more  information. 


Sincerely, 


Marci  Brown 
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Carol  &  Tom  Bur)chart 
461  Second  street  1^651 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


March  21,  I9g4  ^ 

BarbaraT^T^SahiQ  " 
Office  'of  Environmental  Review 
Department  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Dear  Ms*  Sahm: 

My  husband  and  I  are  owners/residents  of  a  unit  at  the 
ClockTower  Lofts  on  Second  and  Bryant  street.    We  and  our 
SOMA  neighbors  are  extremely  concerned  regarding  the 
potential  rebuilding  of  the  on  and  off-ramps  to  the  Bay 
Bridge. 

Those  of  us  who  live  and  work  in  the  South  of  Market  area  are 
proud  of  the  new  and  exciting  neighborhood  that  is  developing 
here.    We  would  like  our  city  officials  to  be  more  aware  of 
this  area  and  its  new  demographics.    When  a  city  official 
tells  us,  as  one  did  at  our  meeting  the  other  evening,  that 
it  is  necessary  to  "pour  concrete"  in  order  to  get  funds  for 
the  Embarcadero  project,  we  are  not  any  more  enthusiastic 
about  the  potential  havoc  on  our  area  than  the  residents  of 
Nob  or  Russian  Hill  would  be. 

The  report  to  the  Mayor  indicates  tha-t  the  current  ramp 
capacity  is  sufficient,  the  extension  of  CalTrain  to  the 
downtown  area,  a  rebuilt  Highway  280  and  an  improved 
Embarcadero  should  reduce  expected  capacity  requirements. 

Please  do  not  think  of  our  historic  part  of  the  city  as  a 
place  to  "pour  concrete"  for  the  benefit  of  additional  city 
funds.     We  would  like  to  receive  the  same  respect  as  other 
areas  of  the  city  and  are  quite  concerned  about  our  city 
leaders'   lack  of  appreciation  of  our  neighborhood. 

Please  consider  other  alternatives,  but  do  not  add  additional 
and  unnecessary  on/ off  ramps  to  our  neighborhood. 


Tom  and  Carol  BurJchart 

H- 

cc:City  Planning  staff,   City  Planning  Commision,   Mayor  Jordan 
Supervisors,   President,   Board  of  Supervisors 


F.JOSEPH  BUTLER 


ARCHITECT 


1048  Union  Street  19 
San  Francisco 
California  94133 

415  776  9416 
facsimile  44!  7502 
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21  March  1994 

The  Honorable  Frank  Jordan 
Office  of  the  Mayor 
City  Hall  Room  200 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Re:      Embarcadero  Freeway  Replacement  Alternatives  for  the  EIS/EIR 
Dear  Mayor  Jordan: 

The  First  mistake  made  at  the  mid  embarcadero  was  the  freeway  which  allowed 
the  automobile  to  dominate  what  had  been  an  intermodal  transit  hub  and 
public  open  space  of  the  finest  order.  In  its  heyday  it  was  second  in  terms  of 
arrivals  and  departures  only  to  Charing  Cross  Station  in  the  whole  world. 

The  Second  mistake  was  to  create  precious  open  space  subservient  to  the 
freeway  such  that  now  that  a  chance  exists  to  remove  the  automotive 
dominance,  the  open  space  is  used  as  an  excuse  not  to  do  the  right  thing  for  the 
entire  plaza,  the  City,  The  Bay  Area. 

Lets  take  a  look  at  what  that  Plaza  can  be,  with  a  rehabilitated  Ferry  Building 
as  its  dominant  public  building,  with  the  returning  forms  of  transit,  the  street 
car,  possibly  the  cable  car,  the  ferries,  buses,  Muni-Metro,  and  yes  the 
automobile,  but  only  as  part  of  the  mix,  no  longer  as  the  dominant  player  that 
spoils  all  other  possibilities. 

Your  support  for  inclusion  of  my  plan  in  the  EIS/EIR  process  would  not 
eliminate  other  plans  being  considered,  nor  commit  the  City  to  this  scheme, 
only  to  its  study.  It  would  end  however,  unneeded  duplication  of  auto  dominant 
roadway  alternatives,  in  a  process  which  alleges  to  study  five  alternatives. 


F.  Joseph  Butler,  AIA 

end.    Telegraph  Hill  Dwellers  letter  18  Mar  1994 
Pedestrian  Plaza  Proposal  27  Feb  1994 

cc.       Honorable  Sue  Bierman,  Chair  HLUC 
Honorable  Bill  Maher,  HLUC 
Mr.  Rudy  Nothenberg,  CAO 

Mr.  Dennis  P.  Bouey,  Executive  Director,  Port  of  San  Francisco 


:F  the  AMERICAS  ISSTiTlTE  OF  ARCHITEC": 


CARAMIA  DESIGN 
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March  14,    19  9  4 
Barbara  W.  Sar.r 

Offica  cf  Erivircr.-er.-al  Review 
Department  cf  City  ?la-r.i-c 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,   CA.     9410  2 

Dear  Ms.  Sahn: 


Street/Stillman  cf 
neighbcrhccd  in  th 


It  will  d9trii:ien~ally  i:s::ac~  cur 


e  fo slewing  ways 


Decrease  prcceriy  values 
Increase  crine 

Encourage  hcneless  peculation 
Affect  health/living  condiric: 
Increase  air  pollution 
Increase  traffic  congestion 
Increase  blindinc  glare 

for  pedestrian  "t 
ife  in  the  area 


Add  to  dang; 
Affect  plan/ 
Heichten  n 
Increase  di 
Inpact  park 
Destrov  the 


and  trash 


r.  e  i  ahb  c  r  ho  c  d 


Years  of  effort  and  inves~nenr.  by  resider.-s  and  busi 
gone  into  developing  SCM\  into  a  fine  neighborhood, 
plan  to  overcone  these  issues? 


Sincerely , 


do  vcu 


^1. 


TOM  and  LISA  CHAUNCEY 
461  2nd  Street,  #T451 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Ms.  Barbara  W.  Sahm 

Office  of  Environmental  Review 

Department  of  City  Planning 

450  McAllister  st. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Dear  Ms.  Sahm, 

We  recently  become  aware  of  Cal  Trans  intention  to  build  an  eastbound  off-ramp  from 
101  at  Stiilman  to  end  at  2nd  Street  between  Bryant  and  Harrison.  We  believe  the  end 
result  of  such  an  off-ramp  would  have  an  overwhelmingly  negative  effect  on  the 
neighborhood  and  our  quality  of  life. 

As  residents  of  the  Clocktower  building,  our  home  faces  directly  onto  second  and 
Stiilman  streets.  Traffic  on  second  street  is  already  heavily  congested  throughout  the 
day  and  particularly  so  during  commute  hours.  Adding  an  off-ramp  will  only  create 
more  congestion,  noise  and  will  not  ease  traffic  into  the  downtown  area. 

Safety  is  already  a  problem  here  at  the  Second  and  Bryant  intersection  with  drivers 
regularly  driving  with  excessive  speed,  running  red  lights,  and  not  obeying  the  street 
markings.  Just  one  year  ago  I  was  struck  by  a  car  while  crossing  Second  Street  (while 
in  the  crosswalk)  at  Stiilman  and  suffered  serious  injuries.  An  off-ramp  in  this  area  will 
only  create  an  even  further  danger  to  pedestrians. 

This  is  an  area  with  increasing  foot  traffic,  from  residents  and  workers.  We  have 
numerous  new  businesses  and  residents  moving  into  the  area  creating  one  of  the 
most  dynamic  new  development  zones  in  San  Francisco.  One  visit  here  should 
quickly  convince  you  that  the  city  currently  has  a  problem  with  excessive  traffic  in  the 
Second  Street  area  now  and  adding  an  off-ramp  will  only  cause  a  serious  problem  to 
get  worse. 

We  urge  you  to  abandon  the  current  plan  for  an  off-ramp  and  let  our  neighborhood 
grow  as  a  safe,  productive  and  healthy  place! 

Best  regards, 

-  ^   5^   — 

Tom  &  Lisa  Chauncey  ^^'^^ 
777-3540 


^  Ot       •    MARCH  7,  1994 
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March  1,  1994. 

Barbara  W.  Sahm 
Environmental  Review  Officer 
Department  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,   CA  94102. 

Dear  Barbara: 

I  am  writing  about  the  Replacement  Alternatives  for  the  Terminal 
Separator  Structure  and  the  Elevated  Embarcadero  Freeway,   as  presented 
at  the  public  scoping  meeting  February  28. 

I  have  earlier  written  to  Rudy  Nothenberg .   Copies  of  my  letter  and 
his  reply  are  attached.   Emilio  Cruz  is  aware  of  my  continued  concern. 

Alternatives  2,3  and  4  share  this  description. 

"There  would  be  two  traffic  lanes  plus  a  parking  lane  in  each  direction 
on  The  Embarcadero  between  Howard  Street  and  Broadway.   The  parking 
lanes  would  be  convertible  to  traffic  lanes  during  peak  hours. 
The  Embarcadero,   between  Folsom  Street  and  Howard  Street,   would  be 
realigned  to  conform  with  the  South  Embarcadero  alignment." 

Not  stated,   but  shown  on  the  large  drawings,   is  two  lanes 
southbound  between  Howard  and  Folsom  Streets,   without  a  parking  lane 
available  for  moving  traffic  during  peak  hours.   This  condition  now 
exists  in  the  newly-built  block  between  Folsom  and  Harrison  Streets. 

I  believe  that  there  will  be  southbound  Embarcadero  traffic  headed 
for  the  Bay  Bridge.   The  most  direct  route  is  via  The  Embarcadero, 
Harrison  Street  and,    in  Alternates  3  and  4,   via  The  Embarcadero, 
Bryant  and  Sterling  Streets.   These  routes  carry  the  traffic  around, 
rather  than  through,   the  blocks  on  Howard  and  First  Streets.  The 
narrow  southbound  roadway  on  The  Embarcadero  between  Howard  and  Harrison 
Streets  might  become  a  bottlemeck. 

Is  it  possible  in  the  modeling  for  the  EIR/EIS  to  evaluate  the  effects 
of  having  a  parking  lane  convertible  to  a  traffic  lane  during  peak 
hours  in  the  southbound  roadway  between  Howard  and  Harrison  Streets 
compared  to  the  proposed  design  and  conditions? 


Cordially , 


Gordon  Chester,  P.E. 

1334  23rd  Avenue 

San  Francisco,   CA  94122-1608 

(415)    665  1369 


City  ^  ^.n\^ni^,  of  Q  rr 

.ViAR  u  ^994 

OFFiCE  OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL  REVIEW 


cc:    Emilio  Cruz 
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March  20,  1993. 


Rebecca ; 

Assuming  the  Board  will,  Monday,  pass  the  resolution  approved 
last  Thursday,   I  believe  the  glacier  is  moving. 

Now,  with  a  September  1  deadline,  an  action  plan  has  to  be  put 
together  fast. 

Yesterday  I  spent  several  hours  in  the  South  of  Market  looking 
closely  and  taking  several  dozen  pictures.   I  will  send  you  my 
proposed  plan  as  soon  as  the  pictures  return  from  developing. 

To  me,   the  major  need  is  to  show  that  we  can,  on  surface  streets, 
provide  the  afternoon  queuing  space  for  bridge-bound  drivers 
without  disrupting  other  traffic  and  transit  movement. 

An  important  part  is  the  concept  of  moving  much  of  this  queuing 
from  north  of  to  south  of  the  SFOBB.  Routes  to  do  this  are: 

Second  Street 

Beale  Street 

The  Embarcadero 

There  will  be  land  side  curb  parking  on  most  of  the  new  Embarcadero 
roadway.  This  parking  space  will  be  available,   by  towaway,  to 
handle  a  third  lane  of  moving  traffic  during  peak  periods.  I 
don't  think  this  is  any  secret. 

A  major  flaw  in  this  concept  is  the  southbound  roadway  between 
Folsom  and  Harrison  Streets;   the  Hill's  Plaza  block.   This  roadway, 
as  now  being  built,  will  be  only  26  feet  wide  from  curb  to  curb. 
There  is  no  way  that  this  roadway  can  accommodate  three  lanes 
of  southbound  traffic.   It  is  reasonable  to  assume  that  these 
two  lanes  will  be  pretty  well  occupied  by  traffic  headed  for 
King  and  Third  or  toward  the  280  entrance  from  King  west  of 
Fifth.  This  block  will  be  a  choke  point. 

Under  this  condition  The  Embarcadero  cannot  be  an  effective 
route  to  the  queuing  lanes  on  Harrison,  westbound  to  First  or 
to  Bryant,  westbound  to  Sterling.   I  am  concerned  that  this  loss 
of  thruput  may  make  it  impossible  to  develop,  on  the  surface 
street  system,  an  alternate  reasonably  comparable  to  the  thruput 
and  storage  formerly  provided  by  the  viaducts  -  Embarcadero 
and  Terminal  Separator.  This,   in  turn,   to  quote  Rudy,    "We  have 
been  advised  in  absolutely  crystal  clear  terms  that  the  funds 
for  the   (central  Embarcadero  roadway)   are  at  risk." 

To  minimize  this  risk,   and  to  give  us  a  better  chance  at  an 
effective  surface  street  system,   the  southbound  roadway  between 
Folsom  and  Harrison  should  be  widened  to  34  feet,   the  same  as 
the  other  blocks  with  parking,   and  the  bulb  in  the  west  curbiine 
just  north  of  Bryant  Street  should  also  be  eliminated,  even 
though  it  narrows  the  sidewalk  markedly. 
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I  checked  with  Emilio  yesterday  afternoon  to  confirm  that  these 
conditions  are  in  the  construction  plans.  They  are. 

In  the  planning  stage  the  DPT  raised  the  question  about  this 
narrow  roadway  block;  concerned  about  the  lack  of  parking  for 
deliveries,  etc.   I  believe  this  block-long  constriction  to  peak 
period  traffic  flow  will  be  much  more  serious. 

Widening  the  roadway  will  cause  a  narrower  sidewalk  and  narrower 
median.  This  may  preclude  the  palm  trees  in  this  block  or  require 
that  the  alignment  of  tree  rows  be  different.  This  block  is 
straight  but  the  contiguous  blocks  both  north  and  south  are 
curving,   so  the  absence  of  trees,  or  the  presence  of  rows  of 
trees  that  do  not  align  with  the  other  blocks  would  not  be 
noticeable . 

I  told  Emilio  of  my  concerns  and  that  I  would  bring  them  to 
you.   I  am  also  inclined  to  bring  it  to  the  attention  of  others 
if  we,   intramurally ,  cannot  address  the  problem  immediately. 

I'll  talk  to  you  in  a  few  days. 


Gordon  Chester 

1334  23rd  Avenue 

San  Francisco , Ca .  94122 

665  1369 
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April  25,  1993 


Rudolf  Nothenberg 
Chief  Administrative  Officer 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  Ca .  94102 
Dear  Mr.  Nothenberg: 

For  over  three  years  I  have  been  trying  to  generate  some  interest 
in  questioning  the  replacement  in  kind  of  the  Terminal  Separator 
Structure.   This  has  had  some  success  and  a  study  of  the  pros 
and  cons  is  now  underway  by  the  Department  of  City  Planning. 
Rebecca  Kohlstrand  is  in  charge  of  the  study. 

I  wrote  Rebecca  March  20  of  my  concern  about  the  new  southbound 
roadway  on  Steuart  Street  between  Folsom  and  Harrison  Streets. This 
will  be  the  southbound  roadway  of  the  new  Embarcadero  Parkway. 
A  copy  of  this  letter  is  enclosed.   I  wrote  her  as  it  seemed 
to  me  to  be  the  proper  protocol  for  her  to  raise  the  question 
with  you  and  Emilio. 

We  have  been  on  a  trip  to  the  east  coast  and  it  was  last  Friday 
before  I  was  able  to  talk  with  Rebecca  about  this.   She  has  been 
busy  with  other  matters  and  did  not  recall  this  letter  of  mine. 
She  recognizes  there  may  be  a  problem  and  suggested  that  I  contact 
you  directly.  This  is  why  I  am  writing  this  letter. 

I  would  like  to  meet  with  you  as  soon  as  possible  to  further 
explain  my  concerns. 

Very  truly  yours , 


Gordon  Chester,  P.E. 
1334  23rd  Avenue 
San  Francisco,   Ca .  94122 
415  665  1369 
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OFFICE  OF 


CHIEF  ADMINISTRATIVE  OFFICER 


RUDOLF  NOTHENBERG 
CHIEF  ADMINISmATIVE  OFFICER 


289  CITY  HALL 
SAiN  FRANCISCO 
CUIFORMA9H102 
415/  55t-4851 


June  1,  1993 


Mr.  Gordon  Chester 

13  34  23rd  Avenue 

San  Francisco,     CA  94122 

Dear  Mr.  Chester: 

This  letter  is  in  response  to  your  letter  of  April  25,   1993.  I 
recognize  your  concerns  over  the  width  of  the  southbound 
Embarcadero  between  Folsom  and  Harrison  Streets.     As  I'm  sure  ycu 
can  recall,   the  overall  geometry  of  The  Embarcadero  Roadway  was  not 
something  that  was  considered  in  a  vacuum.     There  were  countless 
staff  and  public  meetings  to  discuss  this  matter  and  ultimately  the 
final  alignment  and  geometry  was  approved  by  the  Port  Commission. 

I  fear  that  it  is  a  bit  late  in  the  process  to  make  such 
substantial  changes  to  the  geometry.     Given  that  construction  of 
the  South  Embarcadero  segment  has  been  proceeding  since  October  of 
last  year,   any  change  would  require  a  change  order  to  the  contract. 
I'm  sure  that  you  are  aware  of  the  potentially  significant 
additional  cost  associated  with  change  order  work  in  construction. 

If  in  the  future,   a  decision  were  made  to  replace  the  Terminal 
Separator  Structure  with  a  facility  which  did  not  offer  a  direct 
connection  to  The  Embarcadero,   and  if  as  a  result  of  that  decision, 
it  would  be  prudent  to  widen  the  roadway  south  of  Folsom  Street, 
then  I  believe  that  the  City  would  embark  on  that  process  at  that 
time. 

The  City  would  go  through  the  same  extensive  efforts  which  were 
used  in  establishing  the  original  geometry  and,   again,   would  have 
to  go  before  the  Port  Commission  for  final  approval. 

I  regret  that  at  this  time  that  my  office  does  not  concur  with  your 
recommendation  to  change  the  geometry  of  the  South  Embarcadero 
Segment,   but  we  would  be  willing  to  re-visit  this  matter  if 
conditions  were  to  significantly  change  and  warrant  such  a 
consideration. 
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Letter  -  Gordon  Chester 
June  1,  1993 
Page  Two 


Thank  you  for  your  continued  interest  in  the  City  transportation 
needs.     If  you  should  have  any  further  questions  or  comments, 
please  contact  Emilio  R.  Cruz  at  554-5781. 


Sincere 


Rudolf  Nothenberg 

Chief  Administrative  Officer 
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June  7,  1993 

Rudolf  Nothenberg 
Chief  Administrative  Officer 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
City  Hall 

San  Francisco,   Ca .  94102 


Dear  Mr.  Nothenberg: 

Thank  you  for  your  June  1  letter  answering  mine  of  April  25. 

My  approach  has  been  to  contact  on  a  one-to-one  basis  those 
who  I  believe  are  most  involved.   First  to  Rebecca  Kohlstrand 
and  then,   at  her  suggestion,   to  you.   Now  I  feel   I  must  enlarge 
my  message  of  concern  to  others   interested  in  the  future  of 
the  TGrminal  Separator  and  the  general  field  of  responsible 
stewardship  of  tax  funds  collected  specifically   for  transportation 
improvement  projects. 

It  has   been  almost  four  years   since  the  earthquake  changed  the 
complexion  of  the  Waterfront  Transportation  Project  by  eventually 
removing  the  elevated  viaduct  from  the  scene.   We  have  all  been 
slow  to  recognize  the  widespread  effects  of  this  change.  It 
has  resulted  in  a.n  environmental  impact  study  of  the  Central 
Embarcadero  but  its  effect  on  the  South  Embarcadero  has,  it 
seems,   been  overlooked.   All  of  the  decisions  were  made  assuming 
existance  of  the  Embarcadero  Freeway  viaduct. 

I  agree  with  your  statement  that  "I  fear  it  is  a  bit  late  in 
the  process   to  make  such  substantial  changes  in  the  geometry." 
When  I  first  wrote  on  March  20  the  only  work  change  that  would 
have  been  needed  was  relocation  of  some  subsurface  drainage 
pipes.   Now,    curb,   sidewalk  and  roadway  base  have  been  built. 
The  further  we  proceed  with  construction  the  more  difficult, 
costly,   and  wasteful  it  will  be  to  make  desirable  changes. 
Unfortunately  we  have  precedents   for  these  costly  changes  in 
direction  in  San  Francisco.   Market  Street  has  been  done  twice 
and  it  still  is  not  right.  The  MUNI  fiascos  of  no  cars  for  the 
J-line  extension  and  the  M-lme  turnback  are  more  recent. 

The  funding  sources   for  the  Surface  Roadway  Project  are  65% 

from  Federal   Interstate  Transfer  and  19%   from  local  Transportation 

Sales  Tax  -  over  80  million  dollars.  These  dollars  are  being 

taken  from  the  citizens  with  the  understanding  that  they  will 

be  spent  wisely  to  create  improved  transportation  facilities. 

I  appreciate  your  offer  to   "-  be  willing  to  re-visit  this  matter 
if  conditions  were  to  significantly  change  and  warrant  such 
a  consideration."   It  is  my  goal  to  bring  about  such  a  significant 
change   in  conditions. 
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It  is  not  easy  for  me  to  be  raising  this  question.    It  imposes 
burden  on  Emilio  Cruz.   He  and  I  had  a  pleasant  working  relationship 
before  I  retired.   Leonard  Tom  has  been  helpful  in  answering 
my  questions  about  funding.   But  fri-^ndships  and  past  relationships 
aside,   there  is  a  lot  of  money  involved  here.   If  failure  to 
correct  the  deficiency  in  this  one  block  of  roadway  on  Steuart 
Street  were  to  unequally  leverage  the  Terminal  Separator  decision 
it  would  be  a  loss  to  all  of  us. 

Although  I  no  longer  earn  my  living  by  the  practice  of  Civil 
Engineering  I  do  retain  my  registration.   With  it  goes  a 
responsibility  to  point  out  technical   flaws  as   I  see  them. 
I  look  forward  to  continuing  this  discussion  on  a  rational  basis. 

Very  truly  yours, 


San  Francisco,  Ca .  94122 
415  665  1369 


cc:   Senator  Kopp 

Rebecca  Kohlstrand 
FHWA 


Gordon  Chester,  P.E. 
1334  23rd  Avenue 
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March]/,  1994 


Barbara  W.  Sahm 

Office  of  Environmental  Review 


Department  of  Gty  Planning  '  " 

450  McAllister  Street  "  . 

Son  Francisco,  CA.  94102  „  o„ 

Dear  Ms.  Sahm:  ' 

I  would  like  to  express  my  concern  over  the  city's  latest  proposal  of  rebuilding  Transbay  Terminal 
Separator  Structure.  Since  i  am  a  resident  of  the  Clocklower  Building  and  like  any  other  people  who  iive  in  this 
neighborhood,  any  construction  in  this  area  will  seriously  affect  our  everyday  lives.  I  do  not  support  Alternate 
#3  which  includes  building  a  new  off  ramp  at  Stillmon/Second  Street,  a  new  on  romp  at  Harrison  and  the 
expansion  of  Bay  Bridge  on  ramp  at  Sterling  Street.  I  urge  your  office  to  carry  out  a  thorough  investigation 
about  the  negative  impacts  of  Alternate  #3  on  this  new  lively  neighborhood  in  the  heart  of  the  city.  I  would 
like  you  to  consider  my  following  observations. 

Rrst  of  all,  I  purchased  a  loft  in  the  ClockTower  because  I  work  at  South  Park,  an  attractive  inner  city 
"oasis"  two  blocks  away  from  the  my  building.  By  doing  this,  I  completely  eliminated  the  need  of  driving  to 
work  or  even  taking  any  public  transportation.  I  try  to  do  my  shore  to  reduce  the  damage  to  the  environment 
which  mainly  caused  by  cars.  I  believe  that  a  lot  of  the  people  who  live  in  this  building  try  to  do  the  some.  This 
is  also  the  reason  I  oppose  Alternate  #3  because  this,  in  a  long  run,  will  unnecessarily  increase  the  traffic 
volume  on  freev/oy  and  on  local  streets  in  this  area  and  in  turn  worsen  the  living  quality  in  this  neighborhood. 
More  cars,  more  trash,  more  air  and  noise  pollution. 

Secondly,  unloading  more  traffic  from  the  freeway  to  this  area  will  only  worsen  the  traffic  congestion  on 
local  streets.  More  traffic  means  more  danger  for  pedestrian.  I  consider  that  Second  Street  and  Bryant  Street 
intersection  is  one  of  the  most  dangerous  intersections  for  pedestrian  even  without  the  added  traffic  flow. 

Thirdly,  Alternate  #3  will  completely  eliminate  all  parking  spaces  along  Stillman  Street.  I  am  sure  thot  you 
know  that  how  bod  the  parking  situation  is  in  this  area.  You  ore  going  to  make  the  problem  bigger  by 
removing  a  big  portion  of  the  solution. 
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Expansion  of  Sterling  Street  on  ramp  to  a  full  service  entrance  at  ail  time  to  Bay  Bridge  does  not  make 
sense  at  all.  The  real  problem  is  the  traffic  on  the  bridge.  Speeding  up  the  flow  of  traffic  onto  the  fully  packed 
Bay  Bridge  would  not  help,  but  instead,  it  will  increase  the  number  of  cars  and  trucks  idling  on  neighboring 
streets. 

Rnally,  I  do  not  oppose  any  attempt  to  improve  the  freeway  and  local  streets  congestion  problem  in  San 
Francisco,  provided  that  the  proposal  really  works  in  a  long  term  and  poses  a  lowest  impact  to  people  who  live 
or  work  in  the  neighborhood.  It  seems  that  your  colleagues  in  the  Department  of  City  Planning  insist  that  the 
extremely  short-sighted  Alternate  #3  will  solve  a  lot  of  problems  while  it  is  obvious  to  everybody  else  with 
common  sense  that  this  proposal  will  only  destroy  the  reborn  South  Of  Market  Area.  Moreover,  the  city  can 
consider  other  better  methods  to  solve  the  same  traffic  problem.  These  solutions  include  improving  public 
transportation  system,  encouraging  carpooling,  better  traffic  light  timing  on  local  streets  and  improving 
reliability  of  the  Muni  system,  etc.. 

I  do  not  want  to  see  the  city  to  decide  to  "pour  some  concrete"  just  because  there  is  90  million  of  "free 
money"  from  the  financially  strapped  federal  government  to  spend  (waste?)  and  to  irresponsibly  abandon  all 
taxpayers  who  have  invested  in  this  neighborhood.  Such  a  shortsighted  decision  might  fix  some  short  term 
problems  but  will  only  lead  to  more  problem  in  the  future.  I  do  not  want  to  waste  90  million  just  to  open  a  can 
of  worm  and  I  rather  spend  the  money  to  fix  the  more  troublesome  Bay  Bridge  structure  itself.  Hopefully,  the 
Environmental  Impact  Report  from  your  office  will  expose  the  real  problems  of  Alternate  #3  for  public 
evaluation.  I  thank  you  for  your  assistance  and  consideration  of  the  above  observations. 
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March  14,   1994  'Vd^  ^  ^ 

Barbara  W.  sahm 

Office  ci  Environnantal  Rbv^aw 
Department  of  city  Planning 
450  McAilisiter  Strtaet 
SAn  Francisco,  CA.  94102 

D«ar  Ms.  Sahm: 

nacraase  property  values 
Incraasa  crima 

fincourciga  homelesi;^  population 
Affect  health/liviny  conditions 
incraaso  air  pollution 
Tncr«ase  traffic  congftstion 
Increase  blindirj  glar^ 

Af?,c?  iT^lV'^Vl''  f^^^^tri^n  traffic 
li«ightan  nois.*  lavsl 
Increase  dirt  and  tr-aah 
Tapact  parking 

Daacroy  th«  new  SOMA/SaconS  5'.  neightorhocd 

plan  to  overco»e°tSLf^,u2l?  "^^Shborhcod .     Kcw  do  yc! 

Sincerely , 


Februai^  28,  1994 


Rokhand  <Sc  James  E.  Collins 
414  Bryant  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 
Tel:  (415)  546-9736 


Mr.  William  C.  Wycko 
Pnncipal  Transportation  Planner 
Department  of  City  Plannmg 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Re:       Terminal  Separator  Structure  Alternatives:  Response  to  Your  2/24/94 
Dear  Mr.  Wycko: 

In  spite  of  your  correspondence  promoting  Alternative  3,  I  still  think  that  increasmg  the  flow  of 
automobile  traffic  into  the  downtown  area  is  a  misguided  answer  to  the  nightmansh  tralTic  congestion 
problem  we  are  experiencing  south  of  Market  Street. 

How  the  Department  of  City  Planning  can  call  for  the  construction  on  new  roadways  in  light  of  its  long 
standing  policy  against  automobile  traffic  is  astounding,  unless  your  department  is  fostenng  a  political 
agenda  on  behalf  of  downtown  stadium  advocates  and  monied  commuters  from  the  Peninsula. 

Surely,  access  to  Chinatown  and  North  Beach  will  not  be  enhanced  by  dumping  traffic  off  of  one  of  the 
nation's  busiest  interstate  highways  onto  Stillman  Street  which  is  completely  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Financial  District  from  those  neighborhoods.  You  speak  vaguely  of  mitigation  measures  to  control  traffic. 
If  your  department's  performance  in  traffic  control  since  1989,  is  any  indication,  we  can  expect  more 
confusion  and  congestion  rather  than  less  as  a  result  of  your  Alternative  3. 

No  where  in  the  volumes  I  have  received  from  your  department  in  favor  of  Alternative  3  have  I  seen  the 
words  bicyclist,  pedestrian,  sidewalk  or  bike  path.  In  the  1980's,  your  department  prohibited  ihe 
construction  of  parking  garages  in  new  office  buildings  to  discourage  people  from  driving  to  work.  Now. 
>  ou  are  tr\  ing  to  make  it  easier  to  come  to  work  in  San  Francisco  in  an  automobile. 

At  a  time  when  there  are  hundreds  of  people  sleeping  under  freeway  off  ramps,  how  can  our  cit\'  and  state 
governments,  in  the  name  of  planning,  spend  millions  on  new  roads  and  not  a  dime  on  new  housing? 
How  can  it  cut  MUNI  serv  ice  to  residents  and  commit  transportation  funds  to  facilitate  travel  for  out-of- 
town  automobile  commuters. 

I  ihink  the  Department  of  Citv'  Planning  and  Caltrans  have  really  blown  their  commitment  to  represent 
the  public  trust  with  the  proposal  of  Alternative  3.  "No-build"  is  the  best  poiic\-  for  our  cm-  and  %  ou 
should  be  endorsing  those  alternatives. 

Very  truly  vours, 


cc: 


Mr.  Lu  Blazej 
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Rokhand  &  James  E.  Collins 
414  Bryant  Street 
February  9,  1994  San  Francisco,  CA  94107 

Tel:  (415)  546-9736 

Ms.  Rebecca  Kohlstrand 

Project  Manager  for  the  Terminal  Separator  Project  Report  to  the  Mayor 
San  Francisco  Planning  Department 
City  Halh  400  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Re:       Alternatives  For  Construction  of  Transbav  Terminal  Separator  Structure 

Dear  Ms.  Kohlstrand: 

In  light  of  the  positive  steps  undertaken  by  City  government  to  provide  for  the  future  of  our  City 's 
transportation  systems  (i.e.,  the  MUNI  Embarcadero  extension  and  the  relocation  of  the  Caltrain  Terminan. 
the  proposed  siudy  of  constructing  new  freeway  ramps  seems  to  be  a  step  compieteK  in  the  wrong 
direction.  This  applies  especially  to  Alternative  3,  which  creates  an  off-ramp  that  would  dump  traffic 
from  Interstate  80  directly  into  a  neighborhood  that  is  the  City's  brightest  example  of  urban  renewal  and 
improvement. 

This  area,  bounded  by  Harrison,  Second  and  Bryant  streets  is  already  clogged  to  the  point  of  gndlock 
during  typical  rush  hours,  after  Forty-niners  games  and  almost  always  during  inclement  weather.  Under 
existing  conditions,  a  commuter  may  take  one  half  hour  to  travel  the  one  and  a  half  blocks  from  Third 
Street  to  the  Bay  Bridge  on-ramp  at  Second  and  Bryant  streets.  The  introduction  of  traffic  from  an  otT- 
ramp  at  Stillman  Street  will  turn  these  streets  into  parking  lots.  Heretofore,  Second  Street  has  provided 
relatively  safe  pedestrian  access  from  the  Financial  District  to  points  south  of  Market  Street  and  senes 
as  the  outbound  route  for  MUNI  bus  line  #15,  which  carries  Chinatown  and  downtown  workers  to  South 
of  Market  apartments,  the  Caltrain  station  and  Hunters  Point.  Thousands  of  vehicles  exiting  daiK  onto 
Second  Street  from  one  of  the  nation's  busiest  interstate  highways  will  ruin  this  once  efficient.  mtercit> 
artery. 

Furthermore,  this  neighborhood  has  seen  steady  revitalization  as  abandoned  factories  and  warehouses  have 
been  converted  into  dwellings,  offices,  art  gallenes.  retail  outlets  and  restaurants  It  is  one  of  the  few 
places  where  property  values,  and  therefore  the  tax  base,  have  appreciated.  Additional  car.  bus  and  truck 
traffic  will  reverse  this  trend,  increasing  noise,  pollution,  congestion  and  ver\  likeK  cnmc.  wliilc  taking 
away  the  qualities  people  come  here  to  experience. 

As  a  San  Francisco  resident,  I  have  found  City  government  has  always  opposed  vehicular  tralfic  on  cifv 
streets.  For  the  City  to  spend  any  time  or  money  "studying"  alternatives  that  add  traffic  to  its  core 
neighborhoods  is  ridiculous.  If  these  "Alternatives"  are  pursued,  many  tax  paying  voters,  like  myself  uill 
have  to  make  a  senous  evaluation  of  the  City  officials  who  are  promoting  this  exercise  in  hii:ln\a\ 
construction  as  to  whose  special  interests  they  are  really  representing. 


Very  truly  yours. 


Enclosure 
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DEPT.  Of.  an  SlAXNlHa 


MARINE  TERMINALS  CORPORATION  ' 

600  HARRISON  STREET         •         SUITE  200         •         SAN  FRANCISCO.  CALIFORNIA  34107 

PHONE  (415)  777-5252         •         FAX  (415)  777-0108  - 

PACIFIC  NORTHWEST         •         SAN  FRANCISCO / OAKLAND  SAY  AREA         •  LOS  ANGELES         •  UONG8EACH         •  PORT  HUENEME  CABLE   AOORESS  'MARINETERM' 


March  14,  1994 


Ms.  Barbara  W.  Sahm 

Office  of  Environmental  Review 

Department  of  City  Planning 

450  McAllister  Street 

San  Francisco.  CA  94102 


LONG  BEACH  FAX  (310)  A32-639A 


Dear  Ms.  Sahm: 

Please  say  NO  to  CalTrans  plan  to  build  the  Second  Street/Stilknan  off-ramp.  The 
SOMA/2nd  Street  area  has  finally  become  a  relatively  safe  and  pleasant  area.  To  increase 
the  congestion  of  traffic  by  building  an  off-ramp  would  create  both  a  health  and  safety- 
hazzard  as  well  as  ruin  the  ambience  of  a  neighborhood  that  has  taken  years  of  effort  and 
money  to  achieve. 

The  traffic  congestion  in  the  area  is  akeady  difficult  for  our  employees  to  deal  with. 
Adding  an  off-ramp  would  impact  on  parking,  tie  up  transit,  van-pool  traffic  and  generally 
create  a  commuting  nightmare.  Now,  our  employees  are  able  to  safely  walk  to  many  of 
their  appointments,  enjoy  South  Park  and  walk  to  the  aumerous  restaurants  in  the  area. 
Increasing  traffic  congestion  would  not  only  create  danger  for  pedestrians,  but  raise  the 
noise  level,  increase  dirt  and  trash,  ruin  the  plant  life,  and  ultimately  lower  the  value  ot  the 
neighborhood. 

Again,  we  urge  you  recommend  that  any  plan  for  a  Second  Street  Stillman  off-ramp  be 
abandoned  so  the  newly  vitalized  SOMA  can  maintain  the  quality'  the  residents  and 
businesses  have  worked  so  hard  to  achieve. 


Sincerely, 


Marine  Terminals  Corporation 
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Barbara  W  Sahm  March  18.  199^ 

Environmental  Review  Officer 

Depanment  of  City  Planning 

450  McAllister  Street 

San  Francisco.  CA  94102 

RE:    REPLACEMENT  ALTERNATIVES  FOR  THE  TERAQNAL  SEPARATOR  STRUCTURE  AND 
THE  EMBARC\DERO  FREEWAY 


Dear  Ms.  Sahm. 

The  purpose  of  this  letter  is  to  present  written  testimony  regarding  Replacement 
Alternatives  for  the  Terminal  Separator  Structure  and  the  Embarcadero  Freeway  CTSS);  to 
introduce  'SOMA  Rose  ",  a  neighborhood  group:  to  present  our  views  regarding  TSS  replace- 
ment alternatives;  and.  to  request  a  demonstration  and  opportunity  to  evaluate  the  model 
used  to  develop  the  TSS  report  to  The  Mayor. 

SOMA  Rose,  stands  for  ''South  of  Market  Alliance  for  the  Revival  of  the  SOMA  Envi- 
ronm^ent ".  Our  neighborhood  consists  primarily  of  smaller  businesses  and  home  owners 
living  in  converted  industrial  buildings.  SOMA  Rose  represents  many  owners  of  homes  and 
businesses  in  the  area  around  construction  and  freeway  access  sites  being  considered  for  :he 
TSS  replacement.  We  are  all  actively  concerned  that  we  have  fair  and  equal  representation 
during  ^he  evaluation  and  planning  processes.  Our  neighborhood  rose  out  of  an  ail  but 
abandoned  industrial  area,  and  is  now  thriving  with  people,  businesses,  and  significantly, 
people  friendly  access  to  downtown. 

Following  are  our  views  on  TSS  replacement  alternatives. 

ALTERNATTVE  THREE  SHOULD  BE  REMOVED  FROM  CONSIDERATION.  This  alternative 
is  panicuiariy  undesirable  because  it  includes  the  construction  of  a  new  off-ramp  onto 
Second  Street  and,  in  essence,  direcdy  onto  one  of  the  flagship  buildings  of  the  neighbor- 
hood, and  into  what  is  now  a  residential  neighborhood  with  substantial  pedestrian  traffic. 
There  are  many  other  reasons  to  remove  Alternative  Three  from  consideration: 

•  The  .'■eport  to  the  Mayor  indicates  that  the  ratio  of  expected  peak  demand  to  capacity 
required  for  2015  is  met  by  current  ramp  capacity,  thus  additional  ramps  at  2nd  street 
are  not  required  to  meet  expected  demand. 

•  The  impact  on  local  traffic  of  a  rebuilt  Highway  280  and  an  improved  Embarcadero  is 
still  unknown  and  the  extension  of  CalTrain  to  downtown,  when  completed,  should 
reduce  expected  capacity  requirements. 
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Replacement  .alternatives  for  the  Terminal  Separator 
Structure  and  the  Embarcadero  Freeway 

•  In  view  of  the  transportation  improvements  in  the  area,  there  is  insufficient  evidence  :hat 
these  new  ramps  are  needed  to  improve  traffic  flow  in  and  out  of  the  city. 

•  The  construction  would  create  havoc  for  years,  and  the  additional  structures  would  darken 
the  neighborhood,  increase  air  pollution,  create  smell  and  noise  nuisances  and  ruin  much 
of  the  potential  this  neighborhood  has  for  residential  use. 

•  Second  Street  is  one  of  the  i^ew  remaining  'quiet"  streets  leading  right  downtown,  it  ;s  rree 
lined,  and  has  considerable  and  increasing  pedestrian  traffic  throughout  :he  week. 

•  No  tunnel  options  were  considered.  The  removal  of  the  TSS  structure  has  created  clear 
space  under  which  tunnel  access  to  1-280  and/ or  US  101  could  be  buiit.  CaiTram  of 
way  could  also  be  overloaded  with  tunnel  access  to  these  freeways.  These  tunnels  could 
be  used  for  alternating  direction  peak  access  to  and  from  the  freeways. 

Regarding  the  model  used  to  prepare  the  report  to  The  .Mayor,  we  would  appreciate  a 
demonstration  of  the  model,  and  we  would  also  like  an  opportunity  to  evaluate  :he  assumptions 
used  in  the  model.  We  are  not  aware  of  any  citizens'  input  to  the  assumptions  made  in  :he 
model,  however  these  assumptions  form  the  foundation  of  the  alternatives  under  consideration. 

In  conclusion,  the  development  of  the  SOiVLA.  neighborhood  is  something  :hat  "Tiic  Cliv. 
home  owners,  and  small  business  owners  have  all  invested  in.  Please  provide  the  vision  now 
to  allow  our  neighborhood  to  grow  without  the  negative  effects  that  imposing  freewav  srrac- 
tures  will  cause.  The  renaissance  of  our  historic  part  of  The  Citv  will  be  permanently  marred 
by  any  surface  or  above  surface  freeway  development  that  occurs.  Onlv  underground  or  no 
build  options  should  be  considered. 

We  thank  you  for  your  the  opportunitv  to  comment,  and  look  forward  :o  continued 
correspondence  with  you. 


Monica  DuClaud, 
Communications  Committee, 
representing  SOMA  Rose 
46 1  Second  Street.  =^230 
San  Francisco  CA  9^107 


Sincerely, 


CC: 


-Vlayor  Frank  Jordan 
Board  of  Supervisors 


II  :  7 

F-^m  ROSE 


Market 
Street 
Railway 
Company 

PO.  Box  425063 
San  Francisco 
California 
94142-5063 

(415)  552-3055 
Fax  (415)  863-1016 


'"-icy.  '^^^ 


March  3,  1994 


Ms.  Barbara  W.  Sahm  *  l99d 

Office  of  Environmental  Review  ^^O/v^^^^e  n 

SAN  FRANCISCO  DEPARTMENT  OF  CITY  PLANNING  ^^r^if^ 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  California  94102 

Re:     EIS/EIR  on  Replacement 

Alternatives  for  Terminal 
Separator  Structure  and  the 
FmhaTTiadero  Free  way 

Dear  Ms.  Sahm: 

Market  Street  Railway  is  a  membership  organization 
of  persons  supportive  of  rail  transit  in  San  Francisco 
and  the  maintenance  and  operation  of  historic  transit 
vehicles.  We  have  long  supported  the  plans  for  the 
"F"  Market  MUNI  line. 

I  am  writing  to  comment  on  the  replacement 
alternatives  being  considered.  Sending  this  letter 
was  approved  by  our  Board  of  Directors  at  its  meeting 
on  March  2,  1994. 

As  you  know,  the  "F"  Line  itself  is  exempt  from  the 
environmental  review  process.  However,  as  a  practical 
matter,  it  will  be  delayed,  at  least,  until  the  final 
decision  is  made  concerning  the  roadway  near  the  Ferry 
Building. 


i  I  am  writing  to  urge  that  the  City  begin  operation 

;  of  the  "F"  line  at  the  soonest  possible  time.  This 
will  allow  considerable  mitigation  of  the  damage 
caused  by  construction  and  by  the  elimination  of  the 
Embarcadero  freeway.  Merchants  in  the  Fisherman's 
Wharf  area  have  complained  that  the  loss  of  the 
freeway  prevents  easy  access  to  customers  coming  from 
I  the  Bay  Bridge.  The  "F"  line  will  mitigate  some  of 
j  those  concerns.  Patrons  from  the  East  Bay  could  park 
at  a  BART  station,  ride  BART  to  San  Francisco  and 
transfer  easily  to  the  "F"  line  for  direct  service  to 
Fisherman's  Wharf. 

There  is  no  need  to  delay  construction  of  the  "F" 
line  until  construction  is  begun  on  the  roadway  and 
related   amenities.      Once   it   is   known  where   the  "F" 

!        line   will    run,    construction    can    begin  immediately. 

!        While  the  roadway  construction  is  being  completed,  an 

i        operating  "F"   line  will  provide  a  direct  alternative 

'        to  the  wharf. 
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Additionally,  we  would  urge  that  when  the  roadway  south  of  the 
ferry  building  is  planned,  connecting  track  from  the  "F"  line  to 
the  MUNI  Metro  extension  be  completed  which  would  allow,  when 
possible,  historic  streetcar  operation  from  the  Caltrain  depot 
directly  to  Fisherman's  Wharf. 

Again,  it  is  important  that  the  "F"  line  be  built  as  guickly 
as  possible  so  that  it  can  provide  through  service  from  the  Castro 
to  Fisherman's  Wharf. 

Thank  you  for  providing  this  opportunity  for  public  comment. 


Very  truly  yours , 


President 


cc : 


MSR  Board  of  Directors 
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25  Stillman  Street,  Suite  200  •  San  Francisco,  California  94107  •  (415)  543-7998 


March  14,    19  9  4 


Barbara  W.  Sahn 

Office  of  Environmental  Review 
Depa_--r.=nt  cf  Citiy  Planning 
450  McAllisiiar  S-reeli 
San  Francisco,   CA.  94102 

Dear  iMs  .  Sah-i: 

I  urge  your  office  to  not  recommend  CalTrans  building  the  Second 
Street/Stillman  off-ramp.     It  will  detrimentally  impact  our 
neighrcrhccd  in  ~he  following  ways: 

Decrease  proper~y  values 
Increase  crime 

Encourage  homeless  population 

AffecT:  heal~h/living  conditions 

Increase  air  pollution 

Increase  traffic  congestion 

Increase  blinding  glare 

Add  to  danger  for  pedestrian  traffic 

Affect  plant  life  in  the  area 

Heighten  noise  level 

Increase  dirt  and  trash 

Impac"  parking 

Destroy  the  new  SC;^\/Second  St.  neighborhood 

Years  of  effort  and  investment  by  residents  and  businesses  have 
gone  into  developing  SOMA  into  a  fine  neighborhood.  How  do  you 
plan  to  overcome  these  issues? 

S  incer el v , 


•  /  i 
'J 
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Barbara  W.  Sahn 

Office  of  Environnental  Review 
Depar"tnent  cf  Ci~y  Planr.ir.g 
450  McAliistier  StLresii 

San  Francisco,    CA.      94i:2  \ 
Dear  Ms .   Sahr : 

I  urge  your  office  ~c  no~  reconriend  CalTrans 
Street/StillTiar.  off-rar.p.     It  will  detrinenta 
neighbcrhccd  in  tins  following  ways: 

Decrease  property  values 
Increase  crime 

Encourage  homeless  pcpulaoion 


imcac-  our 


increase  air  po^_u-ion 

Increase  "traffic  concesnion 

Increase  blinding  glars 

Add  to  dancer  for  cedesirian  traffic 


Heicrhten  noise  level 


Impact  parking 
Destrcv  the  new  SC'-L- 


Years  of  effor~  and  Lrr:ss-~er.~  by  resiienos  a 
gone  into  developing  SCMA  into  a  fine  neighbo 
clan  to  overcome  these  issues? 


rnooc 


a'." ' 
CO  vc. 


sincerely , 


7 


\\\\ 


 Accelerated  VOICE 

25  Stiilmar  Slreei  Su;te  ICC 
San  Francisco.  CA  9«ii07 

-i.  4^5>  5^2-6398 


March  9,  1994 


Ms.  Barbara  W.  Sahn 
Office  of  Environmental  Review 
Dept.  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister 
San  Francisco,  Ca.  94102 

Dear  Ms.  Sahn: 

Reference  is  made  to  the  plan  for  the  rebuilding  of  the  on/  off  ramps  to  Highway  101  and  the  Bay 
Bridge  known  as  the  Temiinal  Separator  Structure  or  TSS". 

Some  of  the  alternatives  planned  for  this  construction  seriously  threaten  the  quality  of  our  lives 
as  well  as  the  property  value  of  our  home. 

The  worst  possible  altemative  proposed  and  being  taken  seriously  is  the  building  of  an  off-ramp 
next  to  Stiilman  onto  2nd  Street  (see  enclosed  map).  This  has  cars  coming  off  a  freeway  at  60 
miles  per  hour,  off  a  steep  ramp,  right  into  our  garage  and  onto  an  already  very  heavily  trafficed 
2nd  Street! 

There  are  already  three  sets  of  on/off  ramps  within  a  seven  block  radius  of  that  area  (see 
enclosed  map)!  Aren't  there  laws  against  too  many  off  ramps  in  one  area! 

This  area  is  being  built  up  for  residential  neighborhoods  and  business.  This  is  currently  a 
promising  area  which  turned  a  run  down,  high  drug  traffic  area  into  a  lovely,  promising 
neighborhood  and  thriving  business  environment.  Why  would  a  city  planner  ever  want  to  destroy 
that  or  the  initiative  for  other  communities  to  follow  suit?  Are  they  that  afraid  of  letting  budget 
money  go  that  they  would  use  it  even  where  it  huris  a  neighbor  rather  than  help  it?  California's 
budet  is  a  mess  and  they  are  now  willing  to  throw  95  Million  Dollars  into  a  project  that  is  not  only 
not  needed,  but  hurtful  to  the  environment!  The  city  has  been  deteriorating  with  people  leaving 
the  city  to  find  homes  where  a  high  quality  of  life  is  supported.  Shouldnl  people  making 
decisions  about  the  city  consider  supporting  people's  quality  of  life  when  they  have  invested  their 
money  into  establishing  homes  in  the  dty? 

Please  do  something  to  help  support  us  having  a  good  home  environment  within  the  city. 


Rubye  and  Reid 


Mr.  Reid  Ewing 
Ms.  Rubye  Cervelli 
^ . .  46 1  -2nd  Street  #204 

•'''V  ^  '^Of/n+w    San  Francisco,  Ca.  94107 


Enclosure 
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John  E.  Gott,  Secretary 
ClockTower  Lofts  Homeowners  Association 
461  Second  Street,  Unit  #T660 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 

(415)  543-6693  " 

"  ...  '  S.P 

March  16,  1994 

Ms.  Barbara  W.  Sahm 
Environmental  Review  Officer 
Department  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

RE:     92.202E  &  94.060E  -  Replacement  Alternatives  for  the  Embarcadero  Freeway 
and  the  Terminal  Separator  Structure 

Dear  Ms.  Sahm, 

The  following  comments  are  submitted  on  behalf  of  the  approximately  200  residents  and 
tenants  of  the  ClockTower  Lofts  Homeowner  Association.  The  ClockTower  Lofts  is  a 
work/live  condominium  project  with  127  units  and  is  located  on  the  property  bounded  by 
Second  St.,  Bryant  St.,  Sterling  St.,  and  the  Bay  Bridge  itself.  As  such,  the  ClockTower  Lofts 
and  our  residential  and  commercial  neighbors  are  located  directly  within  the  area  which  will 
be  affected  by  future  decisions  regarding  the  Terminal  Separator  Structure  ("TSS"). 

This  area  is  one  of  the  most  rapidly  improving  neighborhoods  in  San  Francisco.  With  its 
renaissance,  a  growing  number  of  people  are  now  living  and/or  working  in  our  neighborhood. 
Recent  improvements  include  several  historical  and  cultural  projects  including  the  Capp 
Street  Project  on  Second  St.,  the  ClockTower  renovation,  and  the  355  Bryant  St.  residential 
renovation.  This  cultural  movement  is  also  highlighted  by  the  south  of  Market  St. 
development  of  the  Verba  Buena  project  and  the  new  San  Francisco  Museum  of  Modern  Art. 

Alternative  Three,  as  outlined  in  the  TSS/Mid-Embarcadero  Preliminary  Transportation  Study, 
includes  the  construction  of  a)  a  new  1-80  eastbound  off-ramp  at  Second  Street  which  would 
run  directly  into  our  building  and  b)  a  new  southbound  Highway  101  on-ramp  which  would 
cross  over  Second  St.  near  Harrison  St.  It  is  hard  to  imagine  how  these  ramps  and  the 
resulting  substantial  flow  of  additional  traffic  would  not  negatively  affect  the  safety  and 
aesthetics  of  our  neighborhood.  The  ClockTower  Lofts  would  like  it  entered  into  the  public 
record  that  we  are  unequivocally  and  adamantly  opposed  to  Alternative  Three  as  well 
as  any  other  proposed  alternative  which  includes  the  construction  of  any  new  freeway 
ramps  onto  or  over  Second  St.  We  respectfully  request  that  Alternative  Three  (and  any 
other  alternative  which  includes  new  freeway  ramps  onto  or  over  Second  St.)  be  removed 
from  further  study  as  soon  as  possible. 
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Our  position  stems  in  great  part  from  the  issues  and  observations  listed  below  and  we 
request  that  your  EIS/EIR  include  and  address  these  issues  and  observations. 

Proposed  Second  Street  Off-ramp: 

1)  Unlike  the  existing  Fourth  St.  off-ramp,  the  proposed  Second  St.  off-ramp  would  have 
no  lead  in,  "exit  only"  lane  for  traffic  to  prepare  for  exit.  Between  Fourth  St.  and  the 
proposed  exit  just  east  of  Third  St.,  the  freeway  is  only  three  lanes  wide.  This  section 
of  the  freeway  first  bends  to  the  left  and  then  to  the  right  (historically,  this  bend  was 
required  so  that  the  freeway  connection  to  the  Bay  Bridge  would  go  around  what  was 
then  the  Schmidt  Lithograph  Building.  The  old  Schmidt  Lithograph  Building  is  now  the 
Cloci<Tower  Lofts).  It  is  just  east  of  Third  St.  and  beyond  the  "bend  right"  that  the 
proposed  exit  would  be  located.  The  limiting  factor  of  the  freeway  being  only  three 
lanes  wide  at  this  point,  would  prohibit  converting  the  right  lane  between  Fourth  and 
Third  Streets  into  an  "exit  only"  lane.  If  the  freeway  were  to  be  expanded  by  an  extra 
lane  on  the  left  side,  the  one  block  spacing  between  Fourth  and  Third  Streets  would 
seem  to  provide  insufficient  time  for  cars  in  the  right  lane  to  merge  left  if  they  did  not 
want  to  exit.  Additionally,  during  a  site  visit.  Project  Manager,  Emilio  Cruz,  observed 
that  there  is  insufficient  room  between  the  existing  freeway  and  the  buildings  to  the 
south  (i.e.,  on  the  right  side  of  the  freeway  when  headed  east  bound)  for  the  addition 
of  a  new  "exit  only"  lane  on  the  right  side  of  the  existing  freeway. 

2)  As  proposed,  traffic  would  initially  exit  the  freeway  via  a  single  lane.  Not  until 
approximately  half  way  between  Third  and  Second  Streets  would  the  exit  widen  into 
three  lanes  (two  for  left  turns  and  one  right  -  the  proposed  exit  would  "T"  at  Second 
and  traffic  would  be  forced  either  left  or  right).  With  a  total  distance  between  the  start 
of  the  exit  and  its  termination  at  Second  St.  being  approximately  600  feet  and  traffic 
initially  exiting  the  freeway  at  a  legal  speed  of  up  to  50  miles  per  hour,  the  off-ramp 
capacity  would  be  limited.  With  the  likelihood  of  the  absolute  majority  of  the  A.M. 
traffic  utilizing  only  the  two  left  turn  lanes  at  Second  St.,  and  assuming  the  exiting 
traffic  had  fully  utilized  both  left  turn  lanes,  the  off-ramp  capacity  could  be  as  little  as 
25  to  30  cars  before  traffic  exiting  at  50  miles  per  hour  would  have  insufficient  braking 
room.  Potentially  even  worse,  if  this  exiting  traffic  does  not  quickly  identify  that  there 
are  two  left  turn  lanes,  a  distinct  possibility,  the  capacity  of  the  proposed  off-ramp 
would  oe  even  less. 

The  flow  of  exiting  traffic  would  appear  to  be  very  dependent  upon  all  cars  occupying 
the  off-ramp  being  entirely  cleared  with  each  change  of  traffic  signals  at  Second  St. 
When  northbound  Second  St.  is  backed  up  between  Bryant  and  Harrison  Streets,  as 
it  frequently  is,  traffic  on  the  proposed  Second  St.  off-ramp  would  have  no  place  to 
clear  out,  producing  a  domino  effect  which  could  cause  traffic  to  back  up  onto  the 
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freeway.  When  this  would  happen,  eastbound  traffic  wanting  to  exit  at  Second  St. 
would  be  posed  with  the  dilemma  of  either  a)  stopping  on  the  freeway  while  waiting 
for  the  off-ramp  to  clear  and  thus  risk  a  rear  end  collision  or  b)  continuing  on  towards 
Oakland  and  the  East  Bay,  with  many  drivers  not  knowing  how  or  where  to  turn 
around  to  get  back  to  San  Francisco  ...  all  in  all,  a  probable  scenario,  but  not  a  pretty 
scenario.  Finally  on  this  issue,  a  City  official,  in  a  presentation,  indicated  the  off-ramp 
would  be  approximately  800  feet,  but  based  on  a  site  visit,  the  actual  distance 
appears  closer  to  the  600  feet  noted  above.  Please  verify  the  distance  used  in  the 
computer  modeling  for  the  estimated  exit  capacity  and  traffic  flow  to  assure  the 
integrity  of  this  assumption,  and  therefore  the  overall  conclusions  of  those  studies 
(and,  if  possible,  please  confirm  all  other  assumptions  critical  to  the  computer 
modeling). 

3)  The  proposal  for  the  off-ramp  to  expand  into  a  three  lane  wide  exit  would  necessitate 
the  removal  of  half  of  the  already  limited  neighborhood  street  parking  (as  well  as 
spaces  in  the  existing  parking  lot  beneath  the  freeway)  as  the  exit  ramp  would  need 
to  extend  into  the  middle  of  Stillman  St.  to  accommodate  all  three  exit  lanes.  At  this 
point,  it  is  unclear  if  the  limited  remaining  road  surface  of  Stillman  St.  would  require 
a  reconfiguration  which  would  result  in  the  elimination  of  all  street  parking  or  possibly 
render  Stillman  impassable.  It  would  definitely  alter  Stillman  as  it  exists  today. 
Stillman  was  recently  authorized  for  neighborhood  permit  parking  due  to  the  limited 
number  of  parking  spaces  for  the  growing  number  of  residents  and  tenants  in  our 
neighborhood.  The  potential  loss  of  any  parking  spaces  would  appear  to  be  a  step 
backwards  for  the  hard  fought  gentrification  and  needs  of  our  neighborhood. 

4)  The  EIS/EIR  should  address  the  negative  effects  of  having  the  Second  St.  off-ramp 
end  approximately  60  to  70  feet  away  from  the  entrance  and  exits  to  the  garages  for 
the  ClockTower  Lofts.  The  ClockTower  Lofts  has  two  separate  secured 
garage/parking  areas.  Our  main  internal  garage  has  a  separate  entrance  and  exit  and 
is  directly  across  the  street  from  where  Stillman  intersects  with  Second  St.  The 
second  ClockTower  parking  area  has  a  single  entrance/exit  and  is  directly  under  the 
freeway  just  north  of  the  intersection.  The  introduction  of  a  traffic  signal  at  the 
Stillman/Second  St.  intersection  would  pose  an  obvious  hazard  to  the  ingress  and 
egress  to  both  of  our  building's  parking  areas.  The  difficulties  in  entering  and  exiting 
our  parking  areas  would  only  add  to  the  traffic  congestion  on  Second  St. 

5)  Residents  of  our  neighborhood  have  raised  two  questions  regarding  the  possibility  of 
conflicts  with  Federal,  State  or  Local  laws,  rules  or  regulations  regarding  a)  the 
spacing  of  off-ramps  off  a  freeway  (i.e.,  does  the  limited  space  between  the  new  exit 
starting  at  Third  St.  and  the  existing  exit  at  Fourth  St.  (only  one  block)  violate  any  law 
or  regulation  regarding  the  sufficiency  of  space  (or  other  issue)  between  freeway  exits, 
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and  b)  does  having  a  freeway  exit  within  60  to  70  feet  of  a  building  garage  entrance 
violate  any  law,  rule  or  regulation?  Please  address  this  in  the  EIS/EIR. 

Proposed  Essex/Harrison  St.  on-ramp: 

6)  As  described  by  the  Chief  Administrative  Officer  of  San  Francisco,  the  primary 
objective  of  this  proposed  on-ramp  is  to  assist  P.M.  traffic  destined  for  southbound 
Highway  101.  Mitigations  or  not,  it  would  appear  that  this  on-ramp  would  provide  the 
incentive  for  additional  traffic  to  travel  up  First  St.  and  Harrison  St.  into  an  area 
already  congested  with  eastbound  Bay  Bridge  traffic.  The  additional  southbound 
traffic  would  then  further  contribute  to  the  daily  congestion  of  the  Bay  Bridge  bound 
traffic  whose  flow  is  primarily  dependent  upon  issues  outside  of  the  topic  of  this  study. 
Put  another  way,  congestion  on  the  Bay  Bridge  itself  in  the  evening  commute  hours 
will  not  be  significantly  improved  by  Alternative  Three  and  evening  commute 
congestion  on  the  Bridge  should  continue  to  be  likely,  and  therefore  flow  of  downtown 
San  Francisco  traffic  onto  a  congested  Bay  Bridge  should  be  expected  to  be  slow, 
and  therefore,  the  introduction  of  additional  southbound  Highway  101  traffic  into  the 
intersection  of  First  and  Harrison  Streets  would  very  likely  only  acerbate  the  situation. 

7)  As  proposed,  Essex  St.  would  be  changed  to  four  southbound  traffic  lanes  with  two 
to  lead  into  the  proposed  southbound  Highway  101  on-ramp.  Other  than  approaching 
the  new  on-ramp  via  a  congested  Harrison  St.  (as  noted  directly  above),  the  traffic 
headed  for  Highway  101  south  would  only  be  able  to  access  Essex  St.  via  Folsom. 
It  would  seem  unlikely  that  southbound  Highway  101  drivers  starting  from  downtown 
San  Francisco  would  choose  to  drive  westbound  Howard  St.,  turn  left  onto  to 
southbound  Second  St.,  then  turn  left  to  eastbound  Folsom  St.,  then  right  to 
southbound  Essex  St.  in  order  to  arrive  at  an  on-ramp  which  will  join  the  freeway  near 
the  existing  Fourth  St.  on-ramp.  Rather  than  start  the  above  route  by  turning  left  onto 
Second  St.  from  Howard  St.,  aided  by  improved  traffic  signal  timing  and  improved 
freeway  directional  signs,  the  same  southbound  Highway  101  traffic  could  merely  stay 
on  Howard  for  a  couple  of  blocks  to  Fourth  St.  and  turn  left  onto  the  existing  freeway 
on-ramp  at  Fourth  and  Harrison  (which  itself  could  be  improved  for  flow).  When  you 
look  at  the  one-way  nature  of  most  of  the  streets  in  this  area,  the  Essex  St. 
component  would  most  likely  not  be  convenient  or  logical  to  use. 

8)  The  conversion  of  Harrison  St.  into  a  one-way  westbound  street  between  First  and 
Third  Streets  would  remove  an  existing  access  to  the  Bay  Bridge  for  both  traffic 
headed  north  on  Second  St.  and  for  residents  and  tenants  which  have  previously  had 
eastbound  access  on  Harrison  St.  for  points  between  Third  and  Second  Streets.  This 
traffic  would  then  be  forced  to  drive  several  additional  blocks  (depending  upon  where 
they  started  the  process)  in  order  to  enter  the  Bay  Bridge  from  Essex  via  Folsom. 


March  16,  1994 
Ms.  Barbara  Sahm 
Page  5 


Visual  quality/aesthetics: 

9)  If  successful,  the  proposed  on-ramp  and  off-ramp  would  bring  additional  traffic  flow, 
and  therefore  additional  traffic,  to  the  Rincon  Hill  area.  As  has  been  demonstrated 
above,  it  is  also  quite  possible  that  the  proposed  ramps  would  not  only  add  traffic,  but 
congestion  as  well.  Both  possibilities  would  bring  additional  auto  and  truck  generated 
air  pollution  and  would  contribute  to  the  further  depletion  of  non-renewable 
petrochemical  resources. 

10)  An  off-ramp  at  Second  and  Stillman  Streets  would  inhibit  and  put  at  risk  (from  a  safety 
hazard  perspective)  the  growing  pedestrian  traffic.  In  addition  to  the  residents  and 
workers  in  this  area,  pedestrians  from  downtown  include  those  seeking  destinations 
such  as  the  Capp  Street  Project,  Gold's  Gym  (on  Bryant  at  Second  St.),  restaurants 
on  and  around  Second  St.  and  South  Park,  and  a  growing  number  of  clothing  outlet 
and  other  retail  stores.  For  these  pedestrians  including  the  many  commuting  workers 
and  residents  who  take  public  transportation  such  as  Muni  Metro  or  BART  to  and  from 
the  Montgomery  station,  the  most  pleasant  access  between  downtown  and  South 
Beach,  South  Park,  or  even  portions  of  the  proposed  China  Basin  residential 
neighborhood  is  via  our  tree  lined  Second  St.  (Third  St.  is  not  pedestrian  conducive 
and  due  to  Rincon  Hill,  all  other  accesses  are  blocked  until  you  reach  Beale  St.).  A 
three  lane  wide  exit  at  Stillman  St.  (plus  what  ever  remained  of  Stillman  St.  itself) 
would  probably  eliminate  the  west  side  of  Second  St.  from  pedestrian  use  and  would 
intimidate,  inconvenience  and  put  at  general  risk,  the  pedestrian  traffic  forced  to  the 
east  side  of  Second  St. 

11)  The  proposed  Second  St.  off-ramp  would  drop  directly  through  and  into  a  residential 
neighborhood.  All  the  efforts  to  convert  this  neighborhood  from  its  more  dangerous 
and  generally  run-down  previous  condition,  which  existed  not  all  that  long  ago,  to  a 
much  improved  and  continually  improving  area  for  residents  and  neighbors  would  be 
greatly  set  back  by  a  freeway  off-ramp.  Freeways  and  their  attachments  involve 
substantial  structures  which  by  their  very  nature  divide  neighborhoods  and  impose 
themselves  upon  the  surrounding  landscape.  This  fact  is  only  further  illuminated  by 
the  positive  benefits  to  San  Francisco  which  have  resulted  from  the  removal  of  the  old 
TSS  and  Embarcadero  Freeway,  as  well  as  the  Hayes  Valley  freeway  ramp 
structures.  Don't  destroy  a  neighborhood  for  questionable  marginal  benefit  when  the 
same  or  similar  results  could  be  gained  through  other  alternatives. 

General  issues: 

12)  It  has  been  implied  that  there  is  an  absolute  requirement  to  maximize  freeway 
entrance  and  exit  capacity  in  order  to  gain  Federal  (and  therefore.  State)  funding  for 
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the  rebuilding  and  improvement  of  the  Embarcadero  roadway.  Please  include  an 
analysis  as  to  if  any  required  capacity  would  be  met  or  closely  met  by  the  following 
projects: 

a)  completing  the  improvements  and  re-opening  Highway  280  north  of 
Candlestick, 

b)  completing  the  CalTrain  terminus  extension  to  a  downtown  location,  and 

c)  improving  the  timing  of  traffic  signals  in  the  south-of-Market  St.  area,  and 
posting  and  improving  directional  signs  to  the  various  freeway  entrances  and 
San  Francisco  destinations  which  would  assist  the  overall  flow  of  street  traffic 
in  this  area. 

Until  the  completion  of  above  issues  which  are  already  in  progress,  it  would  seem 
premature  to  be  able  to  correctly  assess  the  true  need  for  the  proposed  on-ramp  and 
off-ramp  included  in  Alternative  Three. 

13)  The  ClockTower  building  is  a  historical  landmark.  Its  history  dates  back  prior  to  the 
turn  of  the  last  century.  Although  it  was  originally  slated  to  be  torn  down  for  the 
construction  of  the  San  Francisco/Oakland  Bay  Bridge  and  connecting  freeway,  upon 
review,  its  architectural  value  was  deemed  significant  enough  by  the  planners  and 
visionaries  of  that  day  to  have  the  freeway  redirected  around  the  building.  Please  do 
not  ignore  that  vision  and  set  back  an  entire  neighborhood  for  a  need  which  may  be 
more  than  met  by  the  mitigants  noted  in  item  12)  above. 

14)  Presentations  by  the  Chief  Administrative  Officer  of  San  Francisco  and  his  staff  have 
indicated  that  a  primary  reason  for  the  need  to  build  a  new  off-ramp  and  a  new  on- 
ramp  is  to  address  an  implied  requirement  attached  to  the  Federal  funding  (and  by 
association,  State  funding).  As  previously  noted  above,  this  implied  requirement 
places  a  condition  for  the  availability  of  funds  for  the  improvement  of  the  Embarcadero 
roadway  upon  the  freeway  entrance  and  exit  capacity  being  closest  to  the 
approximate  the  pre-Loma  Prieta  earthquake  capacity.  Based  on  this  position,  please 
verify  and  ascertain  if: 

a)  there  is  any  Federal  funding  requirement  which  supports  the  above  or  any 
similar  position,  and 

b)  if  there  is  an  absolute  requirement,  what  is  the  likelihood  or  possibility  that 
funds  could  be  secured  for  the  completion  and/or  improvement  of  the 
Embarcadero  roadway  without  the  need  for  new  construction  of  freeway  on- 
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ramps  and  off-ramps?  The  logic  of  an  argument  against  this  necessity  would 
be  similar  to  that  used  to  disprove  CalTrans'  original  position  that  the  City  of 
San  Francisco  would  loose  its  funding  if  a  rebuilding  of  the  TSS  did  not  begin 
in  the  Fall  of  1993.  In  that  issue,  the  City  of  San  Francisco  has  demonstrated 
that  an  acceptable  alternative  could  be  produced  and  that  the  alternatives 
would  come  with  the  additional  benefit  of  achieving  a  solution  at  a  lower  cost 
and  greater  savings  to  the  taxpayers  of  the  United  States  (of  which  we  are  all 
included). 


In  conclusion,  we  would  like  to  note  that  while  it  can  not  be  said  with  any  certainty  that  there 
is  a  overwhelming  need  for  the  proposed  freeway  ramps  included  in  Alternative  Three  or 
even  that  if  built,  these  ramps  would  result  in  a  net  benefit  for  the  community,  it  can  be  said 
with  absolute  certainty  that  the  construction  of  these  new  freeway  extensions  would  set  back 
the  positive  evolution  and  the  true  potential  for  Second  St.  and  the  residential  and 
commercial  neighborhood  that  borders  Second  St.  A  growing  number  of  people  live,  work 
and  visit  our  neighborhood.  The  decisions  regarding  the  TSS  will  provide  a  legacy  for  many 
generations  to  come.  Through  your  EIS/EIR,  you  have  the  opportunity  to  preserve  a  vision 
for  the  regeneration  of  the  cultural  community  which  is  growing  through  the  Yerba  Buena 
project  down  to  the  Embarcadero  and  over  through  South  Beach,  South  Park  and  Rincon 
Hill.  A  vision  which  is  dependent  upon  the  safety  and  aesthetics  of  this  area  through  the 
support  of  neighborhood  pedestrian  traffic.  The  introduction  of  new  monolithic  concrete  and 
steel  freeway  off-ramp  and  on-ramp  structures  would  be  akin  to  a  black  hole  to  this  vision, 
drawing  away  life  and  hope  from  our  neighborhood.  Please  stand  firm  for  the  future  of  our 
community  and,  as  soon  as  possible,  remove  from  further  consideration.  Alternative  Three 
and  any  other  proposed  alternative  which  includes  the  new  construction  of  freeway  on-ramps 
or  off-ramps  onto  or  over  Second  St. 

We  thank  you  in  advance  for  your  efforts  in  addressing  the  above  issues  in  your  EIS/EIR. 
If  I  can  be  of  any  assistance  in  explaining  or  further  clarifying  any  of  the  above  issues  or 
observations,  please  do  not  hesitate  to  contact  me. 


Sincerely  on  behalf  of  the  Members  and 
Homeowners  of  the  CIockTower  Lofts, 


John  E.  Gott,  Secretary 

CIockTower  Lofts  Homeowners  Association 
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Attorney  at  Law 

870  Market  Street,  Suite  1121 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
(415)  362-2778 


February  28,  1994 
Barbara  Sahm 

Environmental  Review  Officer 
Department  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco  CA  94102 

RE:     92.202E  &  94.060E  -  Replacement  Alternatives  for  the 
Embarcadero  Freeway  and  the  Terminal  Separator 
Structure 

Dear  Ms.  Sahm:  5^ ''2<: >-» 

The  following  comments  are  submitted  on  behalf /of  the  Chinese 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  Chinatown  Transportation/improvement 
Project  (Chinatown  TRIP)  and  the  Chinatown  Resource  Center. 

It  Xs  our  understanding  that  the  original  project  underlying 
this  EIS/EIR  was  the  1-280  study  to  design  a  circulation 
alternative  to  the  planned,  but  abandoned,  connection  from  I- 
280  to  the  Bay  Bridge  and  the  Terminal  Separator.     The  issue 
of  the  circulation  alternatives  and  improvements  had  not  been 
resolved  prior  to  October  1989  when  the  Loma  Prieta  earthquake 
hit. 

After  the  damage  to  the  Embarcadero  Freeway  required  its 
demolition  (due  to  the  substantial  costs  of  reconstruction) 
the  EIS/EIR  for  replacement  alternatives  for  the  Embarcadero 
Freeway  was  initiated.     Later,  when  the  City  determined  to 
modify  and  truncate  the  Terminal  Separator  structure,  that 
aspect  was  added  to  the  EIS/EIR. 

It  is  important  that  the  EIS/EIR  provide  full  information  and 
context  for  these  activities.     The  northeast  waterfront 
communities  —  in  particular  Chinatown,  North  Beach, 
Fisherman's  Wharf  and  the  northern  waterfront  have  been  doubly 
impacted  by  the  loss  of  a  major  component  of  their  circulation 
system:     First,  there  are  no  freeway  entrances  or  exits  near 
their  communities;     Second,  traffic  trying  to  approach  the  Bay 
Bridge  and  southbound  101  travels  through  and  backs  up  traffic 
in  their  communities.     Those  impacts  are  visible  at  such 
diverse  locations  as  Stockton  and  Clay  Streets,  Kearny  and 
Geary,  and  the  Washington  and  Broadway  corridors.  These 
circulation  problems  are  also  evident  on  the  traffic  corridors 
approaching  and  leaving  Fishermans '  Wharf. 

It  will  be  impossible  to  develop  an  EIR/EIS  that  provides  a 


H  -4  1 


February  28,  1994  -  page  2 


proposed  "solution"  to  circulation  problems  in  these 
neighborhoods  unless  that  document  provides  substantial 
background  information  on  both  existing  circulation  problems 
and  potential  new  demands  from  new  land  uses. 

The  change  in  freeway  ramps  has  also  resulted  in  dramatically 
worsened  traffic  patterns  south  of  Market,  where  the  remaining 
ramps  exist.     These  problems  spill  over  as  far  west  as  7th 
Street. 

We  ask  that  the  following  background  material  be  included  in 
the  EIS/EIR: 

(1)  Please  describe  in  detail  the  changed  traffic  patterns 
that  have  resulted  from  the  loss  of  the  Embarcadero 
Freeway  and  the  Terminal  Separator.     We  believe  those 
impacts  to  cover,  at  a  minimum,  the  area  from  7th  Street 
east  to  the  Bay  south  of  Market  (increased  traffic 
northbound  on  7th  Street  and  3rd  Street  because  those  now 

*  effectively  the  two  most  eastbound  freeway  exits) , 

Stockton  Street  and  Kearny  Street  (increased  traffic  to 
and  from  the  "4th"  Street  on  and  off  ramps) ,  "east-west" 
circulator  streets  feeding  those  streets  (Clay, 
Sacramento,  Bush,  Pine,  Sutter,  Post,  O'Farrell,  Mission, 
Howard,  Folsom,  Harrison) ,  the  Washington  Street  corridor 
to  Chinatown,  the  Broadway  corridor  to  Van  Ness  (Broadway 
also  gets  more  traffic  due  to  the  loss  of  the 
Franklin/Gough  ramps) ,  Sansome  and  Battery  Streets  (loss 
of  Broadway  ramps) ,  and  any  other  identified  areas  of 
congestion. 

(2)  Due  to  both  the  demolition  of  the  freeways,  decisions 
underway  on  transit  systems,  and  other  governmental 
actions,  a  substantial  amount  of  government-owned  land  is 
now  either  being  planned  for  other  uses  or  is  otherwise 
"in  play."    Evidence  of  this  appears  in  stories  in  the 
local  press  about  a  stadium,  arena,  "development 
opportunity"  sites  on  surplus  Caltrans  land,  the  Transbay 
Terminal,  as  well  as  various  Port  and  Redevelopment 
sites.     Unless  there  is  adequate  information  on  future 
demands  for  transit  and  transportation,  and  unless  we  are 
informed  about  the  proposed  uses,  the  EIS/EIR  will  be 
inadequate  for  its  purposes. 

Using  as  your  boundary  7th  Street,  China  Basin  (the 
waterway) ,  the  Bay,  Van  Ness  Avenue,  North  Point, 
Columbus  Avenue,  Powell  Street,  Market  Street,  back  to 
7th  Street,  please  provide  the  following  information: 
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(a)  What  public  agencies  own  or  manage  "surplus" 
property,  which  is  defined  for  this  purpose  as  land 
currently  vacant  or  for  which  the  current  use  is  not 
expected  to  continue  for  the  next  20  years?  Which 
exact  sites  do  they  own? 

This  includes  property  holdings  of  the  following 
known  entities  (others  which  are  not  listed  here 
should  also  be  added)  - 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Port  of  San  Francisco 

San  Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency 

Federal  Government  -  in  all  its  entities 

State  Government  -  in  all  its  entities 

Caltrans  (especially  surplus  "freeway"  property) 

Caltrain 

Federal  Highway  Administration 
BART 

SF  Depairtment  of  Parking  and  Traffic 

Golden  Gate  Bridge  etc  District 

SF  Municipal  Railway 

SF  Department  of  Public  Works 

SF  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Any  Southern  Pacific  property  that  may  be 

transferred  to  government  entities 
SamTrans 

Any  property  under  planning  jurisdiction  of  Chief 
Administrative  Officer 

(b)  Who  is  responsible  for  deciding  what  happens  at  that 
site?    As  of  now,  what  uses  are  being  considered? 
Please  include  any  informal  planning  processes  in 
the  Mayor's  office,  the  CAO's  office,  or  elsewhere, 
e.g.  the  area  around  the  Transbay  terminal  is  being 
considered  by  a  group  which  includes  Mayor's  office 
participation . 

(c)  What  changes  in  roadways  or  circulation  patterns  are 
planned  or  under  consideration  by  any  of  the  above 
entities,  either  on  the  surface,  below  ground  or 
above  ground?     This  specifically  includes,  but  is 
not  limited  to,  the  following  -  possible  Caltrain 
extension  underneath  Beale  Street,  reconfiguration 
of  Folsom  Street  near  the  Bay,   "mailing"  of 
intersections  by  the  Redevelopment  Agency  (i.e. 
closing  off  streets  and  limiting  circulation, 
especially  along  the  waterfront) . 
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In  summary,  we  are  asking  for  information  relevant  to 
either  increased  demand  (possible  new  land  uses) , 
disruption  of  circulation  patterns  (either  traffic  or 
transit) ,  and  current  or  projected  stresses  on  the 
circulation  pattern  of  the  Northeast  area  of  the  City. 

(3)  This  EIS/EIR  should  provide  in  one  place  summary 
information  on  what  funds  have  already  been  provided  (in 
roughly  the  past  10-15  years)  for  transit  and  circulation 
improvements  in  this  area,  the  amount  of  those  funds  and 
how  they  have  been  spent.     For  example,  we  would  like  to 
know  what  has  happened  to  the  studies  done  for  the  1-280 
corridor,  the  amount  of  money  which  was  allocated,  how  it 
has  been  spent  to  date  and  what  money  remains.  Please 
also  provide  information  on  the  costs,  source  of  funds 
and  current  status  of  the  Muni  Metro  turn- 
around/turnback, which  is  in  this  corridor.     It. is  our 
undertanding  that  the  costs  of  that  project  escalated 

.  from  $70  million  to  $220  million.     We  are  concerned  that 
funds  aimed  at  circulation  improvements  in  the  northeast 
corridor  be  spent  on  improvements  in  that  corridor,  not 
elsewhere  in  the  City. 

(4)  Please  let  us  know  the  status  of  any  transit  improvements 
underway  or  projected,   in  particular  the  F  line  to  the 
Wharf.     What  is  its  status?    When  will  it  go  out  to  bid? 
What  is  its  (funded)  terminus? 

(5)  Please  do  a  thorough  survey  of  the  adequacy  of  transit  in 
this  corridor.     It  is  our  belief,  based  on  use  of  the 
Muni  in  this  area,  that  the  busses  are  often  over 
capacity,  that  north-south  circulation  is  difficult  and 
that  busses  are  often  impeded  by  gridlock  traffic.  This 
area  has  no  light  rail  system  and  relies  almost 
exclusively  on  busses  (with  a  small  exception  of  the 
cable  cars) . 

We  are  not  prepared  today  to  submit  a  specific  mitigation 
measure,  but  we  anticipate  submitting  a  major  mitigation 
measure  which  includes  a  new  light  rail  loop  linking  the 
northern  waterfront  communities,  North  Beach,  Chinatown, 
Market  Street,  regional  transit  and  transportation  networks. 


Sne'c.  Hestor 
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RECEIVED 

March  21,  1994  yL\-p^  o  7  'S.'. 


cnr  a  couim  of  s.f. 

Barbara  Sahm  oipi,  of  cm  piAtiMNc 

Environmental  Review  Officer 
Department  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco  CA  94102 


RE:     92.202E  &  94.060E  -  Replacement  Alternatives  for  the 
Embarcadero  Freeway  and  the  Teminal  Separator 
Structure 


Dear  Ms.  Sahm: 


These  comments  will  supplement  those  I  previously  submitted  on 
behalf  of  the  Chinese  Chamber  of  Commerce,  the  Chinatown 
Transportation  Research  and  Improvement  Project  (Chinatown 
TRIP)  and  the  Chinatown  Resource  Center  on  the  scope  of  the 
EIS/EIR  for  the  above  project. 

As  is  evident  in  our  earlier  comments  of  February  28,  we  are 
strongly  concerned  that  the  critical  issues  of  transportation 
circulation  to  and  from  the  Chinatown,  North  Beach, 
Fisherman's  Wharf  and  Northern  Waterfront  areas  are  at  risk  of 
being  lost  in  the  conflicting  demands  on  this  EIR.     When  the 
Embarcadero  Freeway  was  demolished,  and  later  when  the 
Terminal  Separator  was  demolished,  a  lot  of  local  government 
and  private  sector  activity  began  swirling  around  potential 
development  projects  on  the  newly  barren  sites.     We  want  the 
EIR/EIS  process  to  focus  on  the  basic  issue  of  how  circulation 
and  transportation  capacity  is  going  to  be  restored  to  the 
communities  which  lost  their  freeway  access. 

Even  more  important,  traffic  patterns  in  our  communities  have 
dramatically  changed  since  the  closing  of  the  Embarcadero 
Freeway  and  Terminal  Separator.     The  Chinatown/North  Beach 
communities  are  faced  with  additional  traffic,  enormous 
traffic  tie-ups  and  additional  confusion  from  people  using  our 
streets  to  access  the  routes  onto  the  remaining  freeway  ramps, 
and  from  those  drivers  trying  to  figure  out  how  to  enter  or 
leave  our  neighborhoods. 

At  present  there  is  no  easy  way  to  move  people  into 
Fisherman's  Wharf  except  by  the  cable  car,  which  has  severe 
capacity  constraints.     Busses  serving  Chinatown,   in  particular 
the  1-Calif ornia,  are  jammed  much  of  the  day  and  night,  and 
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there  is  already  heavy  transit  usage  on  the  busses  serving 
this  corridor.     Our  neighborhoods,  in  particular  Chinatown, 
have  too  much  traffic,  much  of  it  looking  for  parking,  for  our 
street  capacity.     In  Chinatown  there  is  also  a  high  demand  for 
truck  deliveries  to  food  stores  throughout  the  day. 
Supplementing  the  transportation  capacity  and  expediting 
circulation  in  our  neighborhoods  must  be  the  main  goal  of  the 
projects  undertaken  pursuant  to  this  EIR/EIS. 

The  traffic  guantif ications  and  descriptions  we  requested  in 
our  earlier  comments  must  set  out  in  the  main  body  of  the  EIR 
—  not  in  appendices  and  referenced  studies  —  the  serious 
access  and  circulation  problems  our  communities  face  now  that 
the  Terminal  Separator  and  Embarcadero  Freeway  are  down.  We 
want  to  get  beyond  the  issues  of  whether  to  rebuild  the 
Embarcadero  Freeway  or  whether  to  rebuild  the  Terminal 
.  Separator  and  focus  public  attention  on  how  to  efficiently  and 
with  minimal  environmental  damage  restore  our  seriously 
damaged  transportation  network  and  former  capacity. 

We  ask  that  EIR/EIS  incorporate  and  analyze  the  impacts  of 
mitigation  measures  and  that  the  first  two  of  these  be 
included  as  major  mitigation  measures  to  restore  the 
transportation  capacity  lost  with  the  demolition  of  the 
Terminal  Separator  and  Embarcadero  Freeway.     These  mitigation 
measures  would  be  funded  by  the  money  that  would  otherwise  be 
spent  restoring  the  capacity  of  those  facilities  and 
supplemented,  if  necessary,  by  other  funds. 

To  accomplish  this  goal  we  ask  that  the  EIR/EIS  incorporate 
three  specific  mitigation  measures.     First,  analysis  of  a 
major  mitigation  measure  consisting  of  a  new  surface  light- 
rail  line  and  intercept  garage  which  would  be  designed  to 
restore  the  transportation  capacity  in  the  Chinatown,  North 
Beach,  northeast  waterfront  and  Fisherman's  Wharf  area  that 
was  lost  with  the  demolition  of  the  Embarcadero  Freeway  and 
the  Terminal  Separator.     Second,  an  attractive  shuttle  bus 
system,  again  in  conjunction  with  an  intercept  garage,  if  for 
some  reason  there  are  technical  problems  that  make  a  lightrail 
line  impossible.     Third,  that  the  project  fund  an  extension  of 
the  8 3 -line  to  connect  with  the  F-line. 

LIGHT  RAIL  LINE  AND  INTERCEPT  PARKING  GARAGE  MITIGATION 

The  light-rail  line  we  propose  would  be  developed  on  portions 
of  the  existing  Caltrans  right-of-way  for  the  Terminal 
Separator  and  Embarcadero  Freeway  and  supplemented  by  planned 
light  rail  tracks  and  new  tracks  laid  on  City  streets.  The 
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line  would  be  a  "loop  system"  with  "clock-wise"  and  "counter- 
clockwise" loops  similar  to  the  current  42-loop  system.  If 
possible,  it  would  use  the  "historic"  transit  vehicles  to  give 
an  added  incentive  for  people  to  use  that  surface  system. 
A  critical  part  of  this  mitigation  measure  would  be  the 
construction  of  an  intercept  garage  on  Caltrans  land  currently 
available  at  Folsom  &  Beale  where  land  is  now  available  due  to 
the  demolition  of  the  Terminal  Separator.     The  line  would  be 
designed  with  the  intention  of  dramatically  increasing  transit 
capability  in  the  Chinatown/North  Beach/Fisherman's 
Wharf/Northern  Waterfront  areas  especially  for  tourists  and 
visitors  driving  into  the  City. 

The  proposed  route 

The  City  currently  has  plans  underway  to  add  the  "F"  line 
along  the  Embarcadero  to  Fisherman's  Wharf.     It  is  our 
understanding  that  this  line  is  only  funded  part  of  the  way, 
to  Pier  39,  instead  of  all  the  way  into  Fishermans  Wharf.  We 
propose  that  the  route  be  continued  along  Jefferson  Street  to 
Taylor  Street  (or  to  some  alternative  street  in  that  area) ,  up 
Taylor  (or  that  alternate  street)  to  Columbus,  southeast  on 
Columbus  to  Washington/Clay,  east  on  Clay,  east  along  the 
Caltrans  right-of-way  to  the  Embarcadero,  south  on  the 
Embarcadero  to  the  Caltrans  right-of-way,  south  and  southwest 
along  that  right-of-way  to  a  new  garage  roughly  at  Beale  and 
Folsom,  then  looping  back  to  the  Embarcadero.     This  is  the 
counter-clockwise  direction.    A  "clockwise"  direction  would  go 
north  to  Washington  Street,  turn  left,  and  follow  the  route 
around  in  reverse.     The  only  paired  one-way  segment  in  our 
proposal  would  be  Clay  and  Washington  between  the  Caltrans 
right-of-way  along  the  Embarcadero  and  Columbus/Montgomery. 

For  much  of  the  route  this  line  could  run  on  tracks  already 
proposed  for  the  "F"  line.     New  tracking  would  be  laid 
generally  in  two  areas  —  along  currently  vacant  Caltrans 
right-of-way  (where  instead  of  a  freeway  there  would  be  light- 
rail  vehicles  moving  substantial  numbers  of  passengers)  and 
down  Taylor/Columbus  to  the  streets  (Washington  and  Clay) 
which  were  also  built  to  carry  freeway  ramp  traffic. 

In  the  future,  if  development  of  the  Bayshore  route  and  the 
route  to  Mission  Bay  warranted  it,  a  small  loop  could  be  added 
south  of  the  garage,  using  the  light-rail  track  laid  for  the 
line  to  Mission  Bay.     This  could  connect  residents  and 
visitors  to  the  South  Beach  area  and  persons  travelling  to 
from  the  Bayshore  corridor  to  both  the  intercept  garage  and  to 
the  northern  waterfront  communities.     I  am  including  a  map 


II  4  7 


March  21,  1994  -  page  4 


with  possible  routes  in  both  clockwise  and  counterclockwise 
directions. 

The  intercept  garage 

A  key  component  of  this  mitigation  measure  is  construction  of 
a  "near-in"  intercept  garage  operated  in  a  manner  such  that  it 
cannot  become  an  office  workers'  commute  garage  and  with  a 
rate  structure  tied  in  to  usage  of  the  transit  line.    The  goal 
of  the  garage  should  be  to  entice  people  out  of  their  car  by 
(a)  locating  it  directly  adjacent  to  the  freeway,  perhaps  with 
some  sort  of  direct  ramp  into  the  garage,   (b)  making  it 
extremely  easy  to  physically  access  the  light-rail  line,  (c) 
setting  the  garage  rate  and  Muni  fare  structure  to  maximize 
transit  usage.     Development  of  rates  and  hours  of  operation 
policy  will  require  some  artful  work,  but  the  EIR/EIR  must 
assume  that  a  program  can  be  developed  that  forces  the  garage 
to  serve  primarily  serve  non-commuters. 

The  most  logical  site  for  such  a  large  garage  is  on  one  of  the 
two  large  parcels  that  have  been  freed  up  at  Fremont  and 
Beale.     Without  a  large  intercept  garage,  persons  coming  into 
San  Francisco  from  out-of-town  —  a  population  that  we 
desperately  need  to  entice  out  of  their  cars  before  they  get 
to  Chinatown,  North  Beach,  Fisherman's  Wharf  and  the  northeast 
waterfront  —  will  continue  to  drive  into  our  neighborhoods, 
get  lost,  and  search  for  parking.     The  City  can  take  other 
means  to  get  commuters  out  of  their  cars,  but  non-commute 
visitors  and  tourists  are  not  susceptible  to  those  pressures. 

It  would  be  our  intention  that  this  new  light-rail  line  use  as 
much  of  existing  Caltrans  right-of-way  or  planned  Muni  light- 
rail  tracks  as  possible.     We  are  therefore  also  concerned  that 
the  F-line  be  constructed  as  quickly  as  possible  to  provide 
additional  transportation  capacity  in  this  corridor.  That 
line  seems  to  have  an  ever-receding  completion  deadline. 

The  major  issues  we  see  at  this  time  with  our  proposed  new 
light-rail  line  are  (a)  possible  conflicts  with  existing  cable 
car  tracks,   (b)  disruption  from  construction  along  Columbus 
Avenue  and  (c)  development  pressures  by  those  with  other  ideas 
on  how  to  use  the  Caltrans  land.     If  problems  with  the  first 
two  absolutely  cannot  be  resolved,  we  want  to  have  information 
on  a  mitigation  measure  that  includes  the  light  rail  system 
and  the  intercept  garage.     We  believe  that  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  economic  health  and  physical  well-being  of 
our  communities  that  a  new  approach  to  moving  people  into  the 
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northeast  comer  of  the  City  be  developed  as  part  of  this 
EIR/EIS  process. 

Issues  related  to  (c)  above  cannot  absolve  the  City  and 
Caltrans  from  resolving  the  problem  of  the  lost  transportation 
capacity  in  our  communities.    The  first  priority  must  be  the 
restoration  of  transportation  capacity. 

SHUTTLE  BUS  AND  INTERCEPT  PARKING  GARAGE  MITIGATION 

If  technical  reasons  make  the  construction  of  a  light  rail 
line  impossible  on  the  surface  street  portion  of  the  route  set 
out  above  (there  should  be  no  problem  associated  with  the 
Fisherman's  Wharf  to  Market  Street  portion  of  the  F-line,  or 
of  laying  tracks  along  the  existing  Caltrans  right-of-way) ,  we 
would  like  there  to  be  an  analysis  of  a  mitigation  measure 
which  includes  both  the  intercept  garage  (in  the  same 
location)  and  shuttle  busses  to  the  Chinatown  and  North  Beach 
neighborhoods,  as  well  as  to  Fisherman's  Wharf  and  the 
northeast  waterfront.     (The  "F"  line  will  not  readily  provide 
access  to  the  Wharf  from  visitors  who  come  into  the  City  in 
their  cars.) 

The  shuttle  busses  must  be  incorporated  with  a  permanent  route 
and  a  permanent  commitment  for  funding.     The  route  would  have 
to  be  well-p\iblicized  and  have  a  fare  structure  that 
encourages  usage  in  a  manner  similar  to  that  set  out  above  for 
the  light-rail  fare  and  garage  rate  structure.     This  garage 
and  shuttle  bus  combination  is  the  absolute  minimum  that  must 
be  done  to  restore  transportation  capacity  for  tourists  and 
regional  visitors  to  the  City. 

EXTENSION  OF  THE  8 3 -LINE 

The  final  measure  we  want  incorporated  is  extension  of  the  83- 
line  so  that  it  connects  to  the  F-line. 


We  anticipate  using  the  period  while  the  EIR  is  being 
developed  to  explore  these  proposals  with  others  in  our 
communities  and  throughout  the  City.     We  want  to  have  a 
constructive  dialogue  about  how  to  restore  the  transportation 
capacity  we  lost  with  the  demolition  of  the  Embarcadero 
Freeway  and  the  Terminal  Separator. 

We  would  be  glad  to  talk  with  Planning  staff,   Caltrans,  DPW, 
Port  or  Muni  staff  if  anyone  would  like  to  explore  with  us 
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further  details  of  our  proposed  mitigation  measures.     It  would 
be  our  hope  that  the  EIR/EIS  will  provide  sufficient 
information  that  the  City  is  able  to  make  a  commitment  to  the 
intercept  garage  and  either  the  light-rail  line  or  a 
permanently  funded  shuttle  bus  system  almost  concurrently  with 
the  decision  on  the  Terminal  Separator. 


S\i/&  C.  Hestor 

Attorney  for  Chinese  Chamber  of  Commerce 

Chinatown  Transportation  Research  and  Improvement 

Project  (Chinatown  TRIP) 
Chinatown  Resource  Center 

cc:     Gordon  Chin 
Enid  Lim 
Wai  Ching  Kwan 
Rose  Pak 
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Harbor  View  Management,  Inc. 


645  Harrison  Street,  Suite  100,  San  Francisco,  CA  94107-1320,  U.  S.  A.  .  Tel:  (415)  495-6688  .  Fax:  (415)  495-6691 


March  17,  1994 


Ms.  Barbara  W.  Sahm 

Office  of  Environmental  Review 

Department  of  City  Planning 

450  McAllister  Street 

San  Francisco,  California  94102 


Dear  iMs.  Sahm: 

This  letter  is  in  reference  to  the  proposed  off-ramp  to  be  constructed  on  Second  / 
Stiilman  Streets.  The  construction  of  this  off-ramp  wold  only  cause  additional 
congestion,  pollution  and  crime  to  the  SOMA.  We  would  like  to  request  that  your 
office  not  support  the  construction  of  this  ramp. 

In  advance,  thank  you  for  your  consideration. 


Sincerely, 


HARBOR  VIE^  MANAGEMENT,  INC. 


Kimberly  A.  Higley 
Property  Manager 


645-45 
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THOMAS  HIG LEY  ARCHITECT 


18  March  1994 

Ms.  Barbara  Sahm 
Office  of  Environmental  Review 
Dept.  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,   CA  94102 

Dear  Ms .  Sahm: 

I  am  writing  to  express  by  concern  about  the  proposed  Second 
Street  off -ramp  from  1-80  heading  east.     I  have  lived  in  tnis 
area  now  for  over  a  year  and  come  and  go  at  various  times 
during  the  day  so  have  become  quite  familiar  with  existing 
traffic  patterns.     First,  a  short  off -ramp  ending  mid-block  on 
a  two  way  street  that  dead  ends  four  blocks  to  the  north  and 
has  a  100  car  garage  entrance  at  the  same  intersection  creates 
an  extremely  dangerous  traffic  condition.     The  existing  ramps 
in  this  area  function  reasonably  well,   and  with  the  completion 
of  repair  work  on  280,   the  South  of  Market  area  will  have 
excellent  access  from  the  freev/ays.     What  this  nev;  off -ramp 
does  not  do  is  improve  access  to  the  Embarcadero  or  north  of 
Market  Street.     Finally  and  most  importantly,   Second  Street 
remains  the  only  local  street  ser-zing  the  emerging  residential 
and  commercial  neighborhood  in  this  area.     First  and  Third 
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through  ninth  Streets  ara  already  ccmmutsr  corridors.  Let's 
preser-ze  Second  Streeu  as  a  valuaiDie  local  asset. 

Thank  you  for  giving  my  opinion  your  time  and  consideration. 


Ver-y  tr-aly  yours , 


hcmas  Hialev 
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Depv. 


Barbara  Sahm 

Office  of  Environmental  Review 

Department  of  City  Planning  sjw  r,  -f 

450  McAllister  Street  '        '"'  ' 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

This  is  to  express  our  opposition  to  the  proposed  Caltrans  2nd  Street/Stillman  off  ramp  as 
it  will  undoubtedly  create  traffic  congestion,  noise  pollution,  decrease  property  values  and 
disrupt  the  residential  development  of  the  South  Beach/South  Park  area. 


Stephen  S.  Huey  &  Thomas  L.Thron 

10  South  Paric  #5 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 
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 SIERRA  CONSULTANTS 

25  STTLLMAN  STREET.  SUITE  103 
SAN  FRANCISCO.  CA  94107 
 (415)  512-8210 


Barbara  W.  Sahm 
Office  of  Environnental  Review 
Department  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,   CA.  94102 


Dear  Ms.  Sahm: 

I  urge  your  office  to  not  recommend  CalTrans  building  the  Second 
Street/Stillman  off -ramp.     It  will  detrimentally  impact  our 
neighborhood  in  the  following  ways: 


Decrease  property  values 
Increase  crime 

Encourage  homeless  population 

Affect  health/living  conditions 

Increase  air  pollution 

Increase  traffic  congestion 

Increase  blinding  glare 

Add  to  danger  for  pedestrian  traffic 

Affect  plant  life  in  the  area 

Heighten  noise  level 

Increase  dirt  and  trash 

Impact  parking 

Destroy  the  new  SOMA/Second  St,  neighborhood 

Years  of  effort  and  investment  by  residents  and  businesses  have 
gone  into  developing  SOMA,  into  a  fine  neighborhood.  How  do  you 
plan  to  overcome  these  issues? 

Sincerely , 


A- 


H.58 


Dear  Sir, 

I  am  pleased  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  have  instructed 
staff  to  pursue  investigation  of  another  alternative  offering 
more  direct  access  to  the  waterfix)nt.  I  share  their  desire  for 
this,  and  I  hope  my  ideas  can  be  useful  in  this  effort. 

I  propose  3  new  alternatives  or,  if  you  prefer,  one  new 
alternative  with  several  design  options  (see  enclosed  diagrams). 

The  similarities  between  the  three  are  that  they  close  the 
First  St.  and  Essex  on-ramps  to  the  bridge,  use  the  Skyway  on- 
ramp  described  in  Alternative  3  (utilizing  First  St.  for  CBD  to 
Skyway  traffic),  utilize  Fremont  St.  for  Skyway  to  CBD  traffic, 
utilize  much  of  the  former  fireeway  right-of-way  for  ramps  to 
and  from  the  Bay  Bridge,  utilize  the  new  ramps  to  connect  to 
the  Transbay  Terminal,  and  buses  would  reverse  direction  at 
the  west  end  of  the  terminal. 

In  my  personal  favorite  (Preferred)  alternative,  the  ramps 
to  the  bridge  are  elevated  to  east  of  Fremont  St.,  then  becomes 
a  surface  street  connecting  to  the  Embarcadero.  The 
maximized  alternative  is  elevated  to  the  Embarcadero,  with  an 
elevated  signalized  intersection  connecting  to  Main  St.,  Beale 
St.,  and  the  Transbay  Terminal.  The  minimized  alternative 
ends  at  Beale  St.  and  relies  on  the  Howard  St./Folsom  St.  one- 
way pair  to  provide  access  to  the  Embarcadero. 

I  would  prefer  that  the  Skyway  off-ramp  connect  directly 
to  Fremont  St.  by  way  of  the  upper-deck  around  the  Clock 
Tower  Bldg.  and  the  old  Bay  Bridge  left  exit  to  Fremont  St.  If 
the  Second  St.  off-ramp  is  to  be  built,  I  suggest  that  a 
connecting  road  between  Second  St.  and  Harrison  St.  be  built 
south  of,  and  parallel  to  the  Skyway  on-ramp.  This  would 
allow  Skyway  traffic  turning  left  on  Second  St.  to  reach 
Fremont  St.  via  Harrison  St.  without  conflicting  with  the 
Skyway  on-ramp  traffic. 

I  hope  one  of  these  alternatives  suit  the  city*s  needs.  If 
you  have  any  questions  about  my  proposals,  please  call  me  at 
(510)  460-5553.  Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 


Sincerely, 


Neal  Johnson 
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461  Second  Street,  #T-559 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 
March  15,  1994  -^  r-..  , 

Barbara  W.  Sahm  -  . 

Office  of  Environmental  Review 
Department  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102  -^'^i^^ 
Dear  Ms.  Sahm: 

I  am  very  concerned  about  the  negative  environmental  Impact  associated  with 
Alternative  Three  of  the  Transbay  Terminal  Separator  Structure  (TSS)/Mid- 
Embarcadero  Transportation  Analysis. 

Second  Street  is  an  essential  element  in  the  renewal  of  the  South  of  Market  (SO  J^LA.) 
neighborhood.  It  serves  as  the  main  pedestrian  thoroughfare  between  the 
Financial  District  and  many  of  SOMA'S  amenities,  such  as  restaurants,  art 
galleries,  and  retail  operations.  SOMA  has  a  significant  residential  population  as 
well,  and  many  of  these  homeowners  live  on  or  near  Second  Street. 

Alternative  Three  would  adversely  affect  these  businesses  and  residents  by: 

•  Decreasing  air  quality. 

•  Increasing  noise. 

•  Decreasing  the  visual  qualities  and  aesthetics  on  and  near  Second 
Street. 

•  Increasing  traffic  congestion. 

•  Decreasing  property  values  (in  an  area  where  property  taxes  are  on 
the  rise  due  to  improvements  in  the  neighborhood). 

•  Increasing  the  danger  to  pedestrians. 

I  strongly  urge  you  to  investigate  these  negative  impacts  and  to  recommend  that 
Alternative  Three  be  removed  from  consideration. 

Sincerely, 


LeeAnne  M.  Lang  — 
Homeowner,  The  Clocktower  Lofts 


Helena  Lawton 


236  HiUside  Ave, 
Piedmont,  CA  94611 
(510)  652-1843 
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March  18,  1994 


TO:  Barbara  W.   Sahm,  Environmental  Review  Officer, 
Department  of  City  Planning 

250  McAllister  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

and  all  City,  County,  State  and  National  Offices  involved 
in  planning  the  San  Francisco  Embarcadero  area. 

From: Helena  Lawton,  member  of  the  Citizens'  Advisory  Committee 

for  the  Embarcadero  Plaza  (since  its  inception  in  1991)  and 
publicist  for  and  writer  on  the  arts  in  the  Bay  Area,  for 
37  years. (Three  published  books,  numerous  articles  in  the 
California  press) 

Re:  Alternative  designs  for  the  central  Embarcadero  area. 

As  a  deeply  concerned  member  of  the  C.A.C.E.P.  who  has  also  followed 
related  public  agency  meetings   (Port  of  San  Francisco,  Embarcadero 
Scoping),   I  offer  my  opinion    from  two  perspectives : first ,   that  of 
a  business  and  professional  person  who  lives  in  the  East  Bay  but 
whose  work  takes  her  frequently  to  San  Francisco,  and  intermittently 
across  the  Bay  as  a  commuter.  And  second,  as  a  lifetime  Bay  Area 
resident  (Berkeley,  Piedmont,   formerly  part-time  Marin  County)  for 
whom  San  Francisco    is,  and  always  has  been  "The  City." 

Those  many  of  us  who  worked  long  and  hard  to  do  away  with  the 
monstrous  Embarcadero  Freeway  and  to  prevent  its  resurrection 
are  still  rejoicing  over  its  absence.  However,  more  than  one  of 
the  alternative  plans  for  the  area  specify  six  to  eight  lanes  of 
traffic  roaring  back  and  forth  in  front  of  the  Ferry  Building. 
Aesthetically,   the  effect  would  be  as  if  the  loma  Prieta  earthquake 
had  simply  plopped  the  Freeway  down  onto  the  ground  level;  the 
concentration  of  atmospheric  and  souiid  pollution  would  brutalize 
one  of  the  city's  most  beautiful  areas  and  do  dishonor  to  the 
Ferry  Building  and  its  importance,  both  historic  and  functional. 
The  DeMars/Maletic  plaza  design  included,  at  first,  an  underpass 
in  front  of  the  Ferry  Building,  which  would  have  been  aesthetically 
ideal;  as  this  element  is  presently  unacceptable  to  the  various 
agencies  involved,  DeMars/Maletic ' s     present  design  divides  the 
automobile  traffic  ,   sending  it  both  to  the  west  and  the  east  of 
the  plaza  and  minimizing,  as  much  as  is  practical,  automobile 
pollution  of  all  sorts.   It  should  be  noted  that:   I  was  present  at 
virtually  all  of  the  C.A.C.E.P.  meetings,   ana    although  different 
views  were  expressed  as  to  what  should  be  built  within  or  around 
the  plaza,   there  was  .striking  unanimity  against  any  scheme  which 
gave  priority  to  the  automobile  and  to  tne  aetriment  of  the  area 
which  a  multilane  roadway  would  ensure. 
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Helena  Lawton 
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Piedmont,  CA  94611 
(510)  652-1843 


Public  information 
Advertising 


Writing  to  Order 

In  a  subtler  but  no  less  potent  way,   a  freeway- like  bank  of  car 
traffic  would  set  up  a  psychological  barrier  between  the  Ferry  Building 
and  the  city;  with  this  barrier  greatly  lowered,   the  DeMars/Maletic 
design  allows  whoever,    arrives  at  the  Ferry  Building  by  water  to 
delight  in  the    prospect  of  Market  Street  rising  (to  one's  surprise) 
to  the  west,   in  the  absolutely  stunning  hardscape  of  the  city's 
skyscrapers  --  a  view  which  also  astonishes  one  today,  as  it  had  been 
masked  by  the  Embarcadero  Freeway. 

Moreover,   someone  approaching  the  Ferry  Building  from  the  west  --  say, 
coming  down  Market  Street--  can  delight  in  the  panorama  of  Bay,  of 
landscape  to  the  east,  and  in  the  sight  of  San  Francisco's  most 
symbolic  landmark,   the  Ferry  BuiHing,  which  will  be  restored  to  its 
historic  elegance  and  dignity,  happily  in  the  very  definite  future. 

The  DeMars/Maletic  design  for  the  Embarcadero  Plaza  and  its  approaches 
surpasses  all  other  designs  which  we  concerned  citizens  have  seen, 
for  it  combines  and  fuses,  brilliantly,  efficiency  and  beauty.  (To 
my  understanding , all  practical  and  technical  elements  have  been 
worked  out  with  precise  adherence  to  concerned  agency  regulations 
and  requirements.)  The  modified  semicircle  of  the  design  not  only 
solves  traffic  problems  gracefully;   it  has  a  classic  elegance  of  form. 

Within  its  rounded  sweep,  accentuated  by  trees  and  shrubs,  mini-parks 
with  fountains  provide  both  visual  grace  and  resting-places  for 
pedestrians.   Both  vehicular  and  human  motion    are  well  served, 
as  the  design  both  contains  and  sends  forth  activity. 

At  one  of  the  Port  of  San  Francisco  meetings ,   a  group  of  concerned 
citizens  voiced  the  strong  wish  to  concentrate  all  vehicular  traffic 
on  a  multi-lane  roadway  to  the  extreme  west  of  the  area,  freeing 
the  entire  space  to  the  east  for  a  large  park.  This  concept  is,  however 
charming,   impractical,    for  a  multitude  of  logistic  reasons:  the 
central  Embarcadero  area  is,  unavoidably,   a  transit  hub.  Although 
the  Roma  design  concentrates  on  the  transit  elements  efficiently, 
it  is,   as  it  now  stands,   devoid  of  character.   By  contrast,  the 
DeMars/Maletic  design  combines  efficiency  of  transit  with  beauty 
of  form  and  park-related    addenda.  One  might  compare  the  handsome 
visual  impact  allied  to  bustling  transit  activity  with  Washington 
D.C.'s  newly-restored--  to  its  former  classic  glory--  Union  Station, 
and  New  York's  Grand  Central  also  comes  to  mind. 


(Cont'd) 
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Lawton/Plaza/3/18/94, 


Helena  Lawton 

Public  Information 
Advertising 
Writing  to  Order 


236  Hillside  Ave, 
Piedmont,  CA  94611 
(510)  652-1843 


At  the  same  Port  of  San  Francisco  meeting,   one  person  (I  think,  an 
engineer)  protested , "San  Francisco  doesn't  need  a  romantic  piaza  I" 
Oh,  but  it  does   I   San  Francisco  is  still  a  city  with  a  romantic 
character  and  it  is  not  only  the  tourists  who  think  so.  Residents, ^ 
out-of- towners ,  commuting  workers  all  take  pleasure  and  express  pride 
in  "painted  lady'    Victorians  on  precipitous  hills,   the  contained 
historicity  of  Chinatown,   the  splendor  of  the  Palace  of  the  Legion 
of  Honor  (to  name  only  a  few    charming  landmarks  which  express 
our  past)   and,   of  course,   the  cable  cars   .   The  beloved    Ferry  Build- 
ing, restored  to  it  original  handsomeness  and  usefulness  should 
join  ,   in  both  practical  and  aesthetic    ways,  with  the  DeMars/ 
Maletic  plaza  to  evoke  San  Francisco's  past  and  celebrate  its 
present. 


Respectfully  submitted, 
Helena  Lawton 
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240  The  Uplands,  Berkeley,  California  94705,  Telephone  (510)  654-5078 


DeMARS  &L  MALETIC 


21  March  1994 


Barbara  W.  Sahm 
Environmental  Review  Officer 
Department  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

RE:     Replacement  Alternatives  for  the 
Terminal  Separator  Structure  (TTS) 
and  the  Mid-Embarcadero  Roadway 

Dear  Ms.  Sahm: 

The  enclosed  material  is  in  response  for  comments  at  the  public  Scoping 
Session  held  February  28,  1994  on  the  above  project. 

The  DeMars  &  Maletic  design  has  been  in  process  since  1990  and  even  with 
the  changes  and  developments  that  have  taken  place  in  the  past  18  months, 
90%  of  the  original  concepts  are  still  present  and  valid.  The  major  change 
introduced  verbally  (as  Alternative  "7")  at  the  Public  Scoping  meeting  was  to 
replace  the  northbound  underpass  in  front  of  the  Ferry  Building  with  a 
surface  roadway  consisting  of  three  traffic  lanes.  The  southbound  roadwav 
remains  the  same  as  in  our  earlier  proposals /alternatives,  three  traffic  lanes 
curving  to  the  West  around  a  semi-circular  plaza. 

A  thorough  review  of  the  enclosed  documents  is  required  to  fully  understand 
the  evolution  of  the  numerous  modifications  requested  by  various  Citv 
departments  and  agencies  that  have  been  incorporated  in  the  past  vear  and  a 
half.  The  materials  are  basically  chronological  from  the  most  recent 
description  to  the  recommendations  made  by  the  Citizens  Advisorv 
Committee  for  the  Embarcadero  Project  (CACEP)  on  October  15,  1991. 


Vernon  DeMars,  FAIA  Carl  Maletic,  Architect 

cc:         Port  of  San  Francisco,  Ms.  Sharon  Poiedri 

Office  of  Chief  .■Administrative  Officer,  .Mr.  Emiiio  C.-uz 

Encios.   Letter  to  C.AO,  dated  nFeb94  Pamphlet  of  .-Mt.  E,  dated  :9Mav93  '^'"^^ 

Two  page  description  of  Alt.  7,  dated  Feb94  Pamphlet  ot  AU.  5A.  dated  Z6Aug92 

Blueline  print  of  Alt.  7,  i"=40'  C.\CEP  recommendations,  dated  i5Cc:91 


Vernon  De.Vlars.  FAIA  6i  Carl  Maletic.  Architect.  Architectural  6t  Planning  Consultants 


240  The  Uplands,  Berkeley,  California  94705,  Telephone  i510)  654-5078 


11  Febr-Liarv  1994 


Citv  of  San  Francisco 

Waterfront  Transportation 

Office  of  Chief  Administrative  Officer 

City  Hail,  Room  2S9A 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

ATTN:    Mr.  Emiiio  R.  Cruz 
RE:  Err.barcadero  Project 

Dear  Emiiio: 

This  is  to  ccr.rirm  our  telephone  conversation  yesterday  regarding  the 
addition  of  an  alternative  to  the  combined  EIR  for  the  Terminal 
Separator/ Mid-Embarcadero  Roadway  Project."  Our  understanding  is  the 
foUo'.ving: 

1.  The  resolution  will  proceed  to  the  full  Board  of  Supervisors 
u'ith  no  new  amendm^ents,  thus  "Alternatives  5  and  6  need  not 
be  further  analvzed". 

2.  The  Mid-Embarcadero  Alternative  "E"  will  be  re-matched  with 
one  of  the  rebuild  alternatives  for  the  Terminal  Separator 
Structure  and  desi2;nated  with  a  new  number. 

3.  Prior  to  the  Februarv  2Sth  Scouin^  Session  this  new  alternative 
will  be  added  by  the  CAO's  staff  as  one  of  the  "identified 
alternatives",  and  be  presented  by  staff  to  the  public. 

As  mentioned  on  the  telephone,  CeMars  and  Maletic  are  developing  an 
"at-grade"  option  that  '.vould  meet  all  the  other  criteria  of  our  previous 
desi'^n  but  -.vithout  an  underrass. 

Thank  you  for  m.eeting  with  Supervisor  Bierman  and  satisfying  our 
concern  that  this  project  becom.e  one  with  som.e  "vision"  and  take  on  the 
world  class  status  that  it  deserves. 


Sincerelv, 


H-72  Verjion  DeMars  Carl  Maletic 

cc:      Sue  Bierman,  Supe.'-visor 

Vernon  DeMars,  FAIA     C^m\  Maletic.  Architect,  Architectural  oc  Planning  Consultants 


CENTRAL  EMBARCADERO  PROJECT 


ALTERNATIVE  "E" 

(Formerly  known  as  Alt.  5A) 
Northbound  Underpass,  Southbound  Surface 


May  19,  1993 
Ferry  Building,  San  Francisco 
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Vernon  DeMais,  FAIA  &  Cail  Maletic,  Aichitect,  Aicliitectural  &  Planning  Consultants 


PIER  33  NORTH 
THE  EMBARCADERO 
SAN  FRANCISCO 
CALIFORNIA  94111 


February  1994 

The  Central  Embarcadero  Project 
and  Ferry  Building  Plaza 


Alternative  "1" 


Embarcadero  Surface  Roadway  with 
No  Underpass 

(Northbound  lanes  straight,  southbound  lanes  curved  around  plaza) 

This  proposal  by  architectural  and  planning  consultants  Vernon  DeMars  and 
Carl  Maletic  is  one  of  several  now  under  consideration  in  the  EIS/EIR  process. 
Its  basic  design  and  arrangement  responds  to  criteria  developed  over  the  last 
several  years  by  the  Citizens  Advisory  Committee  for  the  Embarcadero  Project 
(CACEP).  These  criteria  were  outlined  in  a  document  dated  October  15th,  1991 
which  states  among  other  goals: 

"Create  a  grand  civic  space  at  the  foot  of  Market  Street  which 
reflects  the  scale  of  the  Ferry  Building;  which  re-connects  the 
downtown  to  the  waterfront,  accommodates  a  multitude  of 
natural  and  recreational  activities  and  at  the  same  time  serves  as 
a  transportation  hub  for  pedestrians,  bicycles,  ferries,  street  cars, 
busses,  subways  and  cable  cars." 

"Street  cars  should  be  routed  to  the  end  of  Market  Street  at  the 
Ferry  Building  and  the  Steuart  Street  loop  should  be 
reconsidered." 

"Create  a  physical  and  visual  linkage  between  water  and  plaza 
through  and  around  the  Ferry  Building." 

"Preserve  the  architectural  integrity  of  the  Ferry  Building  and 
reflect  its  historic  use  and  character  in  the  plaza  design." 

"As  proposed  by  the  Port  of  San  Francisco,  this  design  should 
encourage  ferry  passengers  to  use  the  Ferry  Building  as  the  actual 
portal  to  San  Francisco." 

H  -  7  5 
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The  following  description  of  Alternative  7  now  being  proposed  in  February  1994 
includes  all  the  elements  of  the  February  1993  Alternative  "E"  except  for  the 
grade  separation  (underpass)  which  is  now  replaced  with  a  surface  roadway. 

Addressing  the  criteria  of  the  CACEP  from  page  1,  attention  is  called  to  the 
following  elements  in  the  plan: 

1.  The  "grand  civic  space  at  the  foot  of  Market  Street"  consists  of  two 
elements:  The  existing  Justin  Herman  Plaza  and  fountain  as  the  primary 
people  gathering  place;  the  adjacent  semi-circular  Ferry  Building  Plaza  as 
the  constantly  active  transportation  hub,  the  size  of  London's  Trafalgar 
Square. 

2.  The  3  lane  northbound  through  traffic  roadway  passes  at  grade  directly  in 
front  of  the  Ferry  Building. 

3.  The  3  lane  surface  roadway  for  southbound  traffic  curves  gently  around 
the  semi-circular  Ferry  Building  Plaza. 

4.  The  Vluni  F-line  for  historic  streetcars  circles  the  plaza  as  it  did  until  the 
1930's. 


5.  The  median  strip  location  for  the  Muni  light  rail  line  (LRV)  runs  the  full 
length  of  the  Embarcadero. 

6.  The  California  Street  cable  car  line  extends  to  the  Ferry  Building  Plaza. 

7.  Short  term  convenience  parking  would  be  retained  in  front  of  the  north 
and  south  wings  on  either  side  of  the  northbound  lanes. 

8.  The  nearby  existing  statues  of  the  city's  founders  are  given  a  place  of  honor 
in  front  of  the  Ferry  Building  whose  central  area  will  be  an  historical 
museum  as  proposed  by  architect  I.M.  Pei  in  the  1970's. 

9.  The  three  arches  at  the  center  of  the  Ferry  Building  will  be  opened 
through  to  the  Bay  to  form,  both  actually  and  symbolically,  the  gateway  to 
the  City  (as  suggested  by  I.M.  Pei). 

10.  A  genuine  Chinese  garden  pavilion  at  the  corner  of  Washington  Street 
and  the  Embarcadero  will  svmbolize  the  gatewav  to  Chinatown. 

11.  A  podium  height  (  +  20  ft.)  parking  garage  with  tennis  courts  on  top  would 
be  provided  at  the  Golden  Gateway's  corner  of  Washington  and  Drumm 
Streets. 
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CENTRAL  EMBARCADERO  PROJECT 


ALTERNATIVE  5A 

Short  Ramp  Partially  Subsurface 
Northbound  Underpass,  Southbound  Surface 


26  August  1992 

Meeting  of  the  Policy  Steering  Committee 
for  the  Embarcadero  Project 
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Francis  and  Janice  Mathews     '  ^'^  2  J 

MDC  Properties  — 
35  Stillman  St,  ,   Suite  300  """^ — 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


March  14,   199  4 
Barbara  Sahm 

Environmental  Review  Officer 
Department  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

RE:     Replacement  Alternatives  for  the  Embarcadero  Freeway 
and  the  Terminal  Separator  Structure 

Dear  Ms.  Sahm: 

We  are  deeply  concerned  about  the  consideration  of  Alternative  3 
(an  off -ramp  at  Stillman  and  Second  Street  and  on-ramp  at  Second 
and  Harrison) .     Of  course  our  foremost  concern  is  the  impact;  the 
off-ramp  would  have  on  our  two  commercial  properties,    25  &  35 
Stillman  Street.     We  are  also  aware,  however,  of  the  extremely 
detrimental  effect  it  would  have  on  the  surrounding  neighbcrhccd 
as  well.     The  following  paragraphs  detail  our  concerns,   and  we 
would  like  these  addressed  in  the  EIS/EIR  if  this  option 
undergoes  further  consideration. 

SPECIFIC  CONCERNS  TO   25   &   35   STTT.T.MAN  STREET  BUILDINGS: 

Access  -  There  is  no  mention  in  any  of  the  current  studies  of  the 
impact  this  off -ramp  would  have  on  Stillman  Street,  which  is  a 
tree  lined  2-way  street  with  residential/business  permit  parking 
on  both  sides.     There  are  many  newly  renovated  office  and 
residential  properties  on  this  street,  and  the  off -ramp  would 
reduce  their  value  substantially.     Access  to  our  buildings  would 
be  limited  to  such  an  extent  to  make  them  impractical  for  office 
use . 

Parking  -  Parking  is  already  in  short  supply,   and  this  off-ranp 
would  eliminate  Stillman  Street  parking  as  well  as  the  parking 
lot  at  Stillman  and  Second.     With  all  of  the  new  development  in 
this  area,   reduction  in  parking  would  only  make  a  bad  situation 
worse.     It  would  also  make  office  use  impossible  on  Stillman  St. 
since  there  would  be  insufficient  parking  for  tenants,   not  to 
mention  clients.     The  Stillman  lot  currently  caters  to  the 
regular  parking  demands  of  Moscone  Center  /  Yerba  Buena  Gardens. 
Since  these  projects  are  not  fully  developed,   t.^e  EIR  should 
evaluate  the  impact  of  this  loss  of  parking. 


Rental  Income  -  Our  buildings  generate  over  $^50,000  in  office 
rental  income  per  year.     These  buildings  would  have  tcp  be 
downgraded  into  warehouse  space  if  the  off -ramp  is  built,  thus 
significantly  reducing  their  income  potential  and  value. 

Work  Environment  -  Even  as  a  warehouse,  these  properties  would  be 
undesirable  when  compared  to  other  space,  since  the  loss  of 
natural  light,  views,   increased  noise  level,  pollution  and 
accessibility  issues  would  be  major  detriments  to  its 
marketability.     Since  the  HVAC  draws  its  air  from  the  exterior  of 
the  building",  the  increased  pollution  from  a  three  lane  off-ramp 
would  have  a  detrimental  effect  on  the  air  quality  in  the 
buildings . 

Impact  Purina  Construction  -  The  noise,  dust  and  construction 
vehicles  would  create  intolerable  working  conditions  for  our 
tenants ,   and  even  the  expectation  of  these  conditions  would 
probably  cause  them  to  move  out  of  the  building  as  soon  as  they 
felt  plans  were  underway  to  build  the  off -ramp.     There  may  also 
be  structural  damage  created  due  to  the  close  proximity  of  the 
massive  construction  project  to  the  buildings. 

Historical  Significance  -    Our  buildings  were  built  in  the  early 
19  20 's  and  are  regal  representations  of  San  Francisco's  imporrant 
commercial  heritage.  The  ramp  would  become  the  doormat  to  these 
historically  significant  buildings  and  would  destroy  their 
architectural  relevance. 


ADDITIONAL  NEIGHBORHOOD  CONCERNS: 

Off-ramp  que  -  With  such  a  short  off -ramp,  and  with  almost  all  of 
the  traffic  trying  to  turn  left  to  get  to  the  Financial  District, 
there  would  obviously  be  a  backup  in  the  left  hand  turn  lanes. 
During  rush  hour  it  is  conceivable  that  this  could  back  traffic 
up  onto  the  freeway,  creating  an  extremely  dangerous  situation. 

Pedestrian  Safety  -  This  area  has  a  substantial  amount  of 
pedestrian  traffic,   including  professionals  walking  to  or  from 
the  financial  district,  day-care  groups  walking  to  South  Park, 
Residents  and  visitors  walking  to  the  many  restaurants  and  retail 
businesses,     A  freeway  off -ramp  would  reduce  access  and  increase 
hazards  for  these  pedestrians. 

Illegal  Encampments  -  Since  homeless  people  seem  to  congregate 
under  freeway  off -ramps  in  San  Francisco,  the  building  of  new 
freeway  ramps     would  encourage  additional  illegal  encampments  in 
an  area  that  has  been  successful  in  reducing  this  problem. 

Crime  -  As  mentioned  in  a  KGO  news  broadcast  during  the  week  of 
March  14th,   1994,   it  is  becoming  popular  to  use  freeway  off-ramps 
and  on-ramps  as  targets  for  crime  scenes  because  of  the  easy 
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escape  route  and  ability  to  disappear  in  the  traffic.     We  do  not 
want  this  to  occur  in  our  neighborhood. 

In  addition,  please  address  the  following  in  the  EIR: 

Traffic  counts  on  Second  St,  Bryant  St,  and  Harrison  St.  before 

and  after  proposed  ramps. 

The  positive  impact  of  the  repairs  and  new  construction  of 
inter-state  280  on  the  traffic  flows  south  of  Market  to  the 
Embarcadero . 

We  have  been  told  by  San  Francisco's  planning  department  thar 
Federal  Funding  for  the  Embarcadero  Roadway  improvements  are 
linked  to  building  ramps  of  comparable  capacity  to  pre-earthquake 
levels.     Is  there  flexibility  in  this?  If  overall  capacity  is 
improved  with  the  280  construction  and/or  other  options,  why 
construct  an  off-ramp  with  such  poor  access  to  the  downtown 
(Second  Street  doesn't  cross  Market)   and  with  such  a  negative 
impact  on  the  South  of  Market  area?    According  to  the  January 
1994  Parsons,  Brinckerhoff  Preliminary  Transportation  Study, 
"alternatives  which  involve  the  most  construction  (3,   5,   and  6), 
show  worse  overall  unmitigated  performance  than  the  rest,  since 
more  traffic  is  attracted  into  the  area  due  to  the  increased 
available  infrastructure,  which  increases  the  number  of  vehicles 
in  the  network  and  therefore,  worsens  the  overall  performance." 

We  Support  alternative  1  with  the  addition  of  enlarging  the 
Fourth  Street  off -ramp.     Please  address  the  above  concerns  in  the 
EIS/EIR. 

Sincerely,  . 


Ftancis  Mathews 
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James  R.  McCarthy 

23  WOLFBACK  RIDGE 
SAUSAUTO.  CALIFORNIA  94965 


Barbara  W.  Sahm 
Environmental  Review  Officer 
Department  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,   CA  94102 


M£..rcb  18,  1994 


EIB/EIS  on  Replacement  of 
the  Embarcadero  Freewav 


Dear  Barbara: 

This  letter  is  written  in  response  to  your  request  for  comments  on  the 
alternatives  proposed  for  consideration  in  the  revised  outline  for  the  EIR/EI5 
on  the  replacement  for  the  terminal  separator  structure  and  the  Embarcadero 
Freeway.     My  comments  he^re  concern  only  that  portion  of  the  project  in  front 
of  the  Ferry  Building. 

There  is  an  opportunity  at  this  time  at  this  location  to  create  a  :naster- 
piece  of  urban  design,  a  design  which  reflects  the  historic  importance  of  the 
Ferry  Building  as  a  public  building  and  the  present  and  future  needs  and  po- 
tential of  the  site  as  a  pivotal  place  in  the  city  of  San  Francisco.  This 
project  is  not  a  mere  replacement  of  an  abortive  freeway  but  a  rebuilding  of 
an  area  of  critical  importance  to  the  total  fabric  of  San  Francisco  as  a  world 
city. 

In  this  light,  I  urge  you  to  give  full  consideration  tc  the  conceptual 
plan  presented  in  revised  form  by  Vernon  DeMars  and  Carl  Maletic  for  a  truly 
great  plaza  on  the  land  side  of  the  Ferry  Building  that  relates  to  the  re- 
hc.bilitated  Ferry  Building  that  will  result  after  the  million-dollar  study 
now  underway  by  the  Port  Authority.     Thought  must  be  given  now  not  merely  to 
the  movement  of  vehicles  and  ancient  streetcars,  but  tc  the  movement  of  people 
on  foot  and  of  the  perceptions  they  receive  in  this  unique  area  of  the  city 
where  land  and  water  meet  in  s.  grand  ceremonious  way. 

Alternative  7  should  be  broad  in  perspective  and  should  consider  as  a 
sub-alternative  Che  movement  of  northbound  vehicular  traffic  on  the  surface 
rather  than  in  an  underpass  in  the  event  that  funding  would  no  longer  be. 
available . 

The  details  of  the  DeMars-Malet ic  plan  have  been  presented  zo  your  environ- 
mental review  team  in  cerras  of  the  precepts  and  principles  agreed  upon  by  the 
Urban  Design  Ccmmittee  of  CACEP.     I  inplore  you  to  give  full  consideration  Zo 
tha.s  bc'ld  and  imaginative  concept  in  the  EIR/EIS.     In  my  view  San  Francisco 
deserves  nci  less,  and  were  I  Director  of  Planning  today  rather  Chan  30  years 
ago  it  would  get  no  less. 

Th^nk  you,   Barbara,   for  your  consideration. 


Sincerely , 


n  -  S5 


PROPERTIES 


February  14,  1994 

The  Honorable  Members  of 
San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors 
City  Hall,  400  Van  Ness  Avenue 
San  Francisco.CA  94102 

Re:  Transbay  Terminal  Separator;  No  on  Alternative  3. 
Dear  Supervisors: 

In  light  of  the  positive  steps  being  taken  by  City  government  to  provide  for  the  future  of  our  City's 
transportation(i.e.,  the  MUNI  Embarcadero  extension  and  the  relocation  of  the  Caltrain  Terminal)  the  proposed 
study  of  constructing  new  freeway  ramps  seems  to  be  a  step  in  the  wrong  direction.  This  applies  especially  to 
Alternative  3,  which  creates  an  off-ramp  that  would  dump  traffic  from  Interstate  80  directly  into  a  neighborhood 
that  is  the  City's  brightest  example  of  urban  renewal  and  improvement. 

This  area,  bounded  by  Harrison,  Second,  and  Bryant  streets  is  already  clogged  to  the  point  of  gridlock  during  typical 
rush  hours,  especially  after  49er  games  and  almost  always  during  inclement  weather.  Under  existing  conditions, 
a  commuter  may  take  1/2  hour  to  travel  the  1  +  block  from  Third  Street  to  the  Bay  Bridge  on-ramp  at  Second  and 
Bryant  streets.  The  introduction  of  traffic  from  a  off-ramp  at  Stillman  Street  would  turn  streets  into  parking  lots 
and  potentially  back  traffic  onto  the  freeway.  Currently  Second  Street  provides  safe  pedestrian  access  from  the 
Financial  District  to  points  south  of  Market  Street  and  serves  as  the  outbound  route  for  Muni  bus  line  ^15,  which 
carries  Chinatown  and  downtown  workers  to  South  of  Market  apartments,  the  Caltrain  Station  and  Hunters  Point. 
The  proposed  off-ramp  would  'T'  directly  into  a  residential  building  with  over  200  occupants,  and,  with  the  addition 
of  thousands  of  vehicles  exiting  daily,  would  make  Second  Street  extremely  dangerous  for  pedestnans. 

Furthermore,  this  neighborhood  is  on  of  the  few  places  where  property  values,  and  therefore  the  lax  base  have 
appreciated.  This  area  has  seen  steady  revitalization  as  abandoned  factories  and  warehouses  have  been  converted 
into  dwellings,  offices,  art  gallenes,  retail  outlets,  and  restaurants.  Additional  car,  bus  and  truck  traffic  would 
reverse  this  trend,  increasing  noise,  pollution,  congestion  and  very  likely  crime,  thus  taking  away  the  qualities  which 
people  come  here  to  experience. 

As  San  Francisco  residents,  business  and  building  owners,  and  retail  patrons  of  the  Second  Street  comdor,  we 
oppose  Alternative  3.  The  Second  Street  corridor  has  become  a  stellar  example  of  the  City's  efforts  to  re-develop 
the  South  of  Market  area.  A  decision  to  build  any  off-ramps  at  this  time  could  be  premature,  since  the  positive 
impact  of  a  fully  functional  Highway  280,  an  improved  Embarcadero  is  still  unknown.  Please  take  option  3  off  the 
proposal  since  when  fully  evaluated,  the  negative  effects  fully  outweigh  the  positive. 

Sincerely,  y 
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ROBERT  MEYERS  ASSOCIATES 

City  Planning  and  Deveicpment  Consultants 
582  VlsrKet  Street  •  Suite  1208 
San  =ranc;sco  •  California  94104  .  415-788-2777  •  FAX  415-788-5768 


March  16,  1994 

Ms.  Barbara  Sahm 
Environmental  Review  Officer 
Office  of  Environmental  Review 
450  xMcAllister  Street,  Sixth  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

RE:     TERMINAL  SEPARATOR  EIR  SCOPING 

Dear  Barbara: 

I  write  on  behalf  of  the  Folsom  Improvement  Group  (FIG),  made  up  of  property  owners, 
businesses  and  neighbors  in  the  Folsom  Street  area  between  Second  and  Spear  Streets.  These 
individuals  had  for  some  35  years  suffered  directly  from  the  noise,  dirt,  odors  and  shadows  of 
the  Terminal  Separator  ramps  which  ran  virtually  above  them.  Now  that  the  ramps  are 
removed,  they  can  finally  enjoy  the  sunlite  and  quiet  that  other  San  Franciscans  enjoy,  with 
conditions  now  more  conducive  to  operating  businesses.  They  asked  me  to  speak  at  the  public 
Scoping  Meeting,  and  now  to  inform  you  in  writing  of  their  views  regarding  the  altemati\  es  :o 
be  analyzed  in  the  EIR. 

1.  The  Folsom  Improvement  Group  is  opposed  to  any  further  study  of  alternatives  which 
would  rebuild  any  of  the  now-removed  aerial  structures.  Specifically,  there  should  be  no  funher 
study  of  Alternatives  Five  and  Six  which  envision  rebuilding  ramp  connections  to  Main  and 
Beale  Streets  and  to  the  Embarcadero  Roadway. 

2.  The  members  are  concerned  about  the  vague  nature  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors" 
Terminal  Separator  Resolution  99-94.  File  85-94-2,  dated  Februar\'  14.  1994.  Page  3.  lines  18 
through  22,  which  states  "...that  the  Board  would  be  interested  in  considering  additional 
alternatives  that  would  bring  vehicular  traffic  to  an  improved  Embarcadero  Roadway...  making 
it  easier  for  vehicles  to  reach  Chinatown,  etc...."  The  Group  would  support  these  additional 
alternatives  if  they  included  traffic  signals,  lane  striping  and  signs  to  help  move  traffic. 
However,  they  would  oppose  any  new  viaducts,  roads  or  structures. 

3.  The  Folsom  Group  strongly  opposes  any  traffic  concept  which  would  create  a  second 
parallel  Folsom  Street  that  would  run  on  the  surface  (or  in  an  aerial  structure)  along  the  existing 

CalTrans  right  of  way  just  north  of  the  existing  Folsom  Street  and  connect  to  the  Embarcadero. 
This  concept  would  surround  some  of  the  properties  with  roadways  (the  two  Folsom  Streets), 
immediately  to  their  north  and  south,  in  effect,  making  them  islands. 


1  » .  ^ . 
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4.  With  the  goal  of  further  reducing  the  amount  of  aerial  structures,  the  Folsom  Group 
would  suppon  study  of  a  new  alternative  that  vould  remove  and  shorten  the  existing  Fremont 
Street  ramp  so  that  it  came  down  to  grade  just  west  of  First  Street  along  the  south  side  of 
Folsom  Street.  This  alternative  would  remove  all  freeway  ramps  to  the  north  of  Folsom  Street 
and  would  develop  Folsom  as  a  boulevard  leading  to  the  Embarcadero.  Folsom  would  become 
the  natural  divider  between  the  Rincon  Hill  Residential  area  and  the  C-3  Office/Commercial 
Districts  to  the  north. 

If  you  have  any  questions,  please  feel  free  to  call. 

Very  sincerely  yours. 


Robert  M.  Me  vers 


cc:      Folsom  Improvement  Group  Members 

Emilio  Cruz 
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P ell  Development  Company 

Four  Star  Investment  &  Management 

600  Harrison  Street  •  Suite  100 

San  Francisco,  CA  94107 
415/543-4330   FAX  415/227-0120 


March  14,  1994 


Ms.  Barbara  W.  Sahm 
Office  of  Environmental  Review 
Department  of  city  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Dear  Ms.  Sahm: 

RE:  92.202E  &  94.060E  -  Replacement  Alternatives  for  the  Embarcadero  Freeway 
Dear  Mrs.  Sahm: 

I  am  writing  this  letter  on  behalf  of  the  ownership  and  the  tenants  of  600 
Harrison  Street,  located  at  2nd  and  Harrison.  600  Harrison  Street  is  a  six  ston.' 
commercial  building  containing  220,000  square  feet  of  office  space.  The  tenants 
include  Miller  Freeman  Publications  and  the  National  Park  Service  as  well  as  a 
variety  of  smaller  tenants. 

The  area  surrounding  600  Harrison  has  become  a  high  pedestrian  area  with 
a  variety  of  newly  opened  restaurants  and  services  to  serve  the  growing  office 
community.  Alternative  Three  as  outhned  in  the  TSS/Mid-Embarcadero  Preliminan- 
Transportation  Study  includes  a  new  1-80  eastbound  offramp  at  2nd  street  which  will 
greatly  affect  the  pedestrian  safety  and  enjoyment  of  this  growing  area.  Pell 
Development,  as  the  owner  of  600  Harrison  Street  would  like  to  go  on  the  record 
as  adamantlv  opposed  to  Alternate  Three  and  any  other  alternatives  which  would 
have  a  similar  impact  on  2nd  or  Harrison  streets. 

Alternative  Three  would  not  only  create  havoc  on  the  pedestrian  traffic  but 
would  create  large  traffic  jams  outside  600  Harrison  Street  as  cars  attempt  to  enter 
and  exit  the  Bay  Bridge.  600  Harrison  has  a  300  car  garage  and  any  change  in  the 
current  two-way  traffic  on  Harrison  Street  will  cause  safety  and  congestion  problems 
for  tenants  entering  and  exiting  our  garage. 

Afternoon  traffic  on  both  2nd  and  Harrison  streets  is  aheady  congested  and 
to  propose  further  aggravating  this  situation  would  only  damage  the  neighborhood. 
The  area  surrounding  2nd  and  Harrison  is  just  beginning  to  prosper  after  years  of 
construction.    Hopefully  your  EIS/EIR  will,  through  its  analysis,  discover  that 


creating  more  congestion  and  traffic  will  only  harm  the  area  both  from  a  safety  and 
an  economical  perspective.  Please  remove  Alternative  Three  from  further 
consideration  as  well  as  any  other  alternative  which  will  create  freeway  on  or  off- 
ramps  onto  2nd  street. 

I  thank  you  for  your  attention  to  this  matter  and  I  would  be  happy  to  discuss 
or  clarify  any  of  these  comments  in  further  detail.  Please  don't  hesitate  to  call. 

Sincerely, 

Karen  S.  Pell 
Pell  Development 

KSP/jh 
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MARY  SWER^CN  MOCAS 

ART  CONSULTANT 
10  SOUTH  P.ARK,  SUITE  8 
SAN  FRANCISCO.  CA  94107 
(415)  777-9448 


M:a-ch  19,1994 


Barbara  W.  Sahm 

Office  of  Envircninenta!  Review 

Department  of  City  Plarmns 

450  McAllister  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA.  94102 


Or  Q  r 


Dear  Ms.  Sahm: 


A<=  a  r-^sid^-t  of  ^^outh  Park  who  would  be  adversly  atfected  by  the  Second  Streets tiUnr^".  ott-ramF.  I  'arce  yov.r  -..e  ..ct 
^;™nd  k^Canrans  proceed  w.th  th:.  project.  Res:dents  and  bus^ess  owners  teei  that  :t.^  decrease 
property  values,  increase  our  crune  rate,cause  an  even  greater  homeless  population  to  congregate  here.  ^^^^^-J^ 
S^c^oblemi,  but  also  the  air  pollution.  We  see  that  it  would  be  detnmental  to  pbnt  lite  in  our  neighborhood 
afn^nf noise  levels.  FinaUy,  it  would  destroy  the  meghborhood  teelmg  'i:at  attracted  us  to  this  area,  and  would  ma.-  it 
dangerous  to  be  a  pedestrian  on  our  streets. 

I  stron.4v  uree  you  to  consider  the  effort,  time  and  financial  investment  residents  and  busmesses  have  made  in  to  upgrade  the 
quality  of  life'South  if  >^rket.  We  would  like  to  know  how  CaiTrans  res-ponds  to  the  negatr.  e  :ssue.  this  ott-ra..,  ..  .11 
create  for  us. 


rHiR-n--?n-E  ^TiLLNL-LV  Street,  -109 
San  Fs.jl.\c:sco.  C.u.ifOR.\u  '■HIO" 
Tel:  41':  974-3500  :.\x:  :^^]  o->3)0: 


PoTTERTOx/ West 


March  14,  1994 
Barbara  W.  Sahji 

Office  of  Environmental  Review 
Depart.nen~  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,    CA.      9410  2 

Dear  Ms  .  Sarimi 

I  urge  your  office  to  not  recommend  CalTrans  building  the  Second 
Street/Stillman  off -ramp.     It  will  detrimentally  impact  our 
neighborhood  in  the  following  ways: 

Decrease  property  values 
Increase  crime 

"Encourage  homeless  population 
Affect  health/living  conditions 
Increase  air  pollution 
Increase  traffic  congestion 
Increase  blinding  glare 
Add  to  danger  for  pedestrian  traffic 
-      Affect  plant  life  in  the  area 
Heighten  ncise  level 
Increase  dirt  and  trash 
Impact  parking 

Destroy  the  new  SOMA/Second  St.  neighborhood 

Years  of  effort  and  investment  by  residents  and  businesses  have 
gene  into  developing  SOMA,  into  a  fine  neighborhood.  How  do  you 
plan  to  overcome  these  issues? 

Sincerelv , 


H.96 


ANOTHER  ALTERNATIVE 


As  concerns  access  to  the  Bay  Bridge  and  southboimd  180,  alternatives  1  through  7 
seem  to  breakdown  into  two  categories.  Either  the  complete  rebuilding  of  the  terminal 
separator  structure  in  //5  &  //6  (  which  have  Justifiably  been  rejected  )  or  alternatives 
//I  through  #4  +  -/y  which  consist  mainly  of  adding  stub  on  and  off  ramps,  in  varying 
degrees,  to  the  already  exisiting  roadway.  It  seems  like  too  extremes.  They  offer  to 
either  do  a  complete  reramping  (  since  rejected  )  or  do  next  to  nothing  with  stub  on 
and  off  ramps.  None  will  service  the  northern  waterfront. 
The  alternative  that  I  suggest,  called  the  "Embarcadero  Boulevard  Connector','  seer.s 
like  a  more  logical  successor  to  the  teinninal  separator.  Most  of  the  roadway  would  be 
an  exquisitely  landscaped  boulevard  on  the  surface  of  the  old  freeway  right  of  way. 
The  ramps  from  the  bridge  would  be  much  smaller  than  the  previous  ramps  and  would 
touch  down  as  soon  as  practical.  This  would  preclude  the  visual  blight  that  existed 
before . 

Finally,  I  belive  an  implicit  promise  was  made ' to  Chinatown,  North  Beach,  and 
Fisheraans  Warf  that  an  adequate  surface  road  would  be  able  to  accomplish  much  of 
what  the  freeway  did.  In  order  for  that  to  happen  you  have  to  have  good  access  to 
the  bridge.  I  belive  the  alternative  I  suggest  can  do  that  better  than  any  of  chose 
outlined  so  far.  I  urge  you  to  take  a  good  look. 


sincerely,  Chris  Reynolds 


19  IS  Martin  Luther  King  Jr.  Way      Berkeley,  C.\  'i-4  7n4 

Chris  Reynolds 


841-2300 


EMBARCADERO  BOULEVARD  CONNECTOR 

CONCEPT:  To  create  a  grand  entrance  into  the  City  by  way  of  an  exquisitely  landscaped 
boulevard  which  will  complement  the  reconstructed  Embarcadero  roadway. 

PURPOSE:  To  provide  direct  access  between  the  Bay  Bridge  and  the  Embarcadero  roadway 
with  minimal  cross  traffic  interference.  Through  a  series  of  timed  signal  intersections 
and  "no  outlet"  secondary  streets,  access  to  the  northern  waterfront  via  the  Embarcadero 
could  be  relatively  quick  and  efficient. 

COST:  Less  than  half  the  cost  of  what  would  have  been  required  to  rebuild  the  Terminal 
Seperation  Structure.  (  approximately  100  million  dollars  ) 

OUTLINE :  The  elevated  ramps  entering  and  exiting  the  Bay  Bridge  would  occupy  the  same  space 
as  before  but  are  only  two  lane  single  decked  structures.  Traffic  heading  north  on  180 
would  exit  at  2nd  street  and  use  surface  streets  to  connect  with  the  Embarcadero.  (  no  lower 
deck,  as  before  ).  Ramps  would  touch  down  somewhere  between  1st  street  and  Fremont  Street. 

The  surface  boulevard  between  Fremont  street  and  the  Embarcadero  would  occupy  the 
two  northern  lanes  of  Folsom  street  for  approximately  1\  blocks  and  the  area  previously 
taken  up  by  the  elevated  freeway.  Traffic  eastboundon  Folsom  would  be  constricted  to  two 
lanes  where  the  northbound  ramp  touches  down.  Traffic  would  be  remerged  once  around  the  ramp 

Three  single  story  block  buildings  on  the  north  east  and  north  west  coroners  of 
Main  and  Folsom  should  be  acquired  through  eminent  domain  and  demolished.  This  would  provide 
for  a  more  spacious  roadway  and  visual  look  for  the  boulevard.  Excess  land  on  the  north  side 
of  this  project  would  be  sold  to  private  concerns. 

DIAGRAM :  The  map  provided  is  merely  a  conceptual  sketch  of  a  possible  layout.  It  is  in  no 
way  intended  to  be  an  absolute  final  rendering.  As  to  which  streets  would  be  closed  (  if  any_) 
which  intersections  left  open  with  timed  signals  (  or  depressed  below  ground,  money  allowing) 
or  where  the  exact  location  of  the  ramp  touch  down  should  be, would  depend  on  a  thorough 
engineering  and  traffic  study. 

VISION:  One  last  thought.  When  crossing  the  Bay  Bridge  westbound,  one  is  experiencing 
possibly  the  greatest  vehicular  entrance  into  any  city  in  the  world.  With  the  reconstructed, 
palm  tree  lined  Embarcadero  roadway  set  to  create  an  unparalleled  waterfront  boulevard, 
unequaled  anywhere  in  the  United  States,  it  would  seem  to  be  missing  an  opportunity  not  to 
connect  these  with  an  equally  grand  connector  boulevard. 


18  March  1994 

Ms.  Barbara  Sahm 
Office  of  Environmental  Review 
Department  of  City  Planning 
450  MacAlIister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Re:  Proposed  Caltrans  Construction 

Stillman  St.  Off-ramp;  Harrison  St.  Fly-over  and  Bryant  St  On-ramp 

Dear  Ms.  Sahm: 

It  has  come  to  my  attention  that  the  'scoping  period'  prior  to  EIR  prepara- 
tion on  the  above  dted  project  is  drawing  to  a  dose.  I  would  request  that  the 
following  comments  be  reviewed  during  the  EIR  preparation,  and  that  my 
correspondence  be  appended  to  the  draft  EIR  document.  I  wish  to  critiaze 
the  project  on  three  levels: 

COMMUNITY  IMPACT:  Dating  back  to  the  1850's,  the  Rincon  Hill 
and  South  Park  residential  communities  Oocated  adjacent  to  2nd  Street) 
established  this  area  as  congenial  to  neighborhood  development.  The  area  is 
experiencing  a  renaissance  of  neighborhood  commitment  and  community 
cohesion  as  small  scale  retail,  light  industrial  and  expanded  residential  uses 
intermingle  in  an  increasingly  pedestrian-oriented  community.  In  fact, 
diminishing  street  parking  makes  having  a  car  an  absolute  liability. 

To  CLEAVE  THIS  EMERGING  COMMUNTTY-THE  OFT  PROCLAIMED  GOAL 
OF  URBAN  PLANNERS'  UVE/wORK  PEDESTRIAN-ORIENTED  NEIGHBOR 
HOOD  PLANNING  POLIQES-WITH  INTENSE  VEHICLTLVR  TR^VFHC  !S 
COUNTERINTUmVE,  COUNTERPRODUCnVE  AND  DANGEROUS.  THAT  !T 
IS  ENVIRONMENTALLY  DEGRADING  IS  OBVIOUS. 

IMPACT  ON  EXISTING  FREEWAY /BRIDGE  CAPACITY:  As  noted  in 
today's  GiRONICLE  artide  relative  to  the  1-80  Fly-Over  ramp  (3/18/Q4: 
Disputed  1-80  Fly-over  Ramp  Secures  Final  OK) ,  Caltrans  spokeswoman  lill 
Singleton  was  quoted  as  saying:  "We  can't  fit  more  vehicles  on  to  the  Bay 
Bridge,  so  we  have  to  get  more  pjeople  into  the  the  same  number  of  vehicles. ' 

The  PROPOSED  2nd  Street  constructions  do  nothing  to 

IMPROVE  HIGHWAY  CAP.^CITY  AND  IN  FACT  THEY  ADD  BOTH  TO 
BRIDGE  AND  OUR  NEIGHBORHOOD  SURFACE  STREET  CONGESTION. 

ALTERNATE  SAFETY  IMPROVEMENTS:  San  Francisco  IS  fortunate  to  be 
considered  for  Caltrans  improvements,  both  from  an  infra-structure  main- 
tenance and  job  creation  perspective.  The  existing  funds,  how-ever,  would 
seem  better  spent  on  the  much-needed  seismic  retrofit  of  the  Bay  Bridge,  or 
on  existing  overpasses  not  yet  brought  up  to  current  earthquake  standards. 


Thank  you  for  giving  close  consideration  to  my  remarks,  and  to  ALL 
correspondence  from  those  most  directly  affected  by  this  proposal.  We  will 
be  eager  to  to  review  the  various  perspectives  represented  in  the  Draft  EIR 
document  and  hope  that  the  findings  will  be  driven  by  quality  of  life 
concerns  and  not  by  the  car. 


Sincerely, 


cc:  Board  of  Supervisors 
The  Chronicle 


H-102 
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WARNER  H.  SCHMALZ  A. I. A. 
Architect 


1011  Kearny  Street 

San  Francisco.  Caiifornia  94133 

415  986.8877 

Fax  415  391.5513 

March  21,  1994 


MAR  2  1  1994 


Ms  Barbara  W.  Sahm 
Environmental  Review  Officer 
Department  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Re:      Replacement  Alternatives  For  The  Terminal  Separator  Structure  (TSS) 
And  The  Embarcadero  Freeway 
Environmental  Impact  Statement/Report 


Dear  Ms  Sahm; 

On  behalf  of  our  client  the  Ray  Corporation,  we  are  submitting  this  plan  lo  be  evaluated  as  a  pan 
of  the  EIS/ER  for  the  above  project.  The  plan  submitted  herein  is  a  ponion  of  a  larger,  more 
comprehensive  plan  for  the  entire  area  immediately  surrounding  the  ramps  of  the  Transbay 
Terminal  and  the  old  Terminal  Separator  Structure.  This  plan  is  called  the  "Pacific  Rim 
International  Financial  District  Plan"  (PRIFD).  Some  detailed  illustrative  material  is  enclosed  for 
reference. 

The  proposals  contained  in  this  submission  have  been  confined  to  those  elements  of  the  city's 
street  and  Bay  Bridge  access  system  which  should  be  redesigned  to  improve  downtown  iralTic 
flow.  Issues  relating  to  improvements  to  public  transit  which  are  a  part  of  the  PRIFD  plan  are 
referenced  in  this  material,  but,  we  understand,  are  not  a  part  of  your  environmental  evaluation  at 
this  time. 

The  PRIFD  Plan  is  differentiated  from  the  four  alternatives  included  in  the  EIS/EIR  by  the  city  in 
one  imponant  regard;  We  have  combined  the  land  area  freed  up  by  demolition  of  the  TSS  with 
the  land  which  will  be  available  after  demolition  and  replacement  of  the  Transbay  Termmal 
building  and  ramps.  It  is  essential  that  these  two  projects  be  combined  for  purposes  of  producing 
a  full  Environmental  Impact  Study  which  is  truly  comprehensive  in  looking  at  the  full  range  of 
planning  solutions  for  downtown  San  Francisco  traffic. 

Conducting  a  formal  environmental  evaluation  without  understanding  the  tremendous  land  use 
and  traffic  planning  opportunities  presented  to  San  Francisco  when  the  TTT  is  replaced,  is 
shortsighted.  This  land  combined  with  the  TSS  land  provides  a  gready  expanded  format  for 
determining  the  best  long-term  traffic  plan  for  the  central  area  of  the  city.  The  political 
sensitivities  of  treating  the  TTT  as  a  completely  separate  subject  should  be  put  aside  in  favor  of  a 
more  realistic  look,  at  how  to  best  plan  the  city's  downtown. 

PRFFD  PLAN  TSS  ALTERNATIVE 

A.        A  New  Downtown  Off-Ramp  From  The  Bav  Bridtie  To  The  South  Side  Of  Folsom  .^l 
First  Street 

An  off  ramp  at  the  .south  side  of  FoLsom  Sircct  should  have  a  free  tlow  intersection  at  First 
Street  with  3  -  4  lanes  of  traffic  including  buses  feeding  into  Fol.som  heading  cast.  Grades 
along  this  ramp  will  be  within  the  8%  maximum  required  by  Cal  Trans.  Tlie  advantages 
of  this  ramp  over  the  off  ramp  proposed  in  your  .Alternates  3  and  4  is  that  valuable 
property  on  the  north  side  of  Folsom  will  not  be  isolated  from  contiguous  parcels  by  a 
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large  elevated  concrete  structure.  In  addition  no  ramps  will  need  to  cross  Folsom  Street 

which  should  become  a  principal  east-bound  boulevard  and  traffic  distributor. 

Traffic  coming  off  the  ramp  onto  Folsom  can  make  left  turns  into  Fremont  or  Main  which 
will  be  fully  signaled,  or  continue  east  to  the  Embarcadero. 

Out-bound  traffic  to  the  Bridge  will  be  redirected  from  First  Street  to  Essex  after  removal 
of  die  terminal  ramps.  First  between  Howard  and  the  Bridge  will  become  a  local  street 
only  with  no  bridge  access. 

B.  A  New  Exclusive  Semi-Depressed  On-Ramp  System  From  Howard  South  Along  Essex 
To  The  Bridge 

After  demolition  of  the  terminal  ramps  the  Essex  Street  R.O.W.  can  be  used  for  a  4  lane 
wide  on-ramp  which  will  have  free  access  to  the  Bridge.  Utilizing  natural  grades  and 
passing  under  Folsom  Street  and  under  a  new  slightly  elevated  Harrison  Street,  this 
system  will  greatly  increase  the  holding  capacity  of  traffic  to  the  Bridge  without 
conflicting  with  any  normal  street  traffic. 

C.  A  New  On/Off  Ramp  Svstem  To  Serve  The  Area  South  Of  The  Bridge 

Bryant  Street  should  be  maintained  with  a  minimum  of  2  lanes  east  bound  from  Second  to 
the  Embarcadero.  A  new  upper  level  off-ramp  should  be  constructed  touching  grade  at 
Main  Street  near  Bryant.  Parallel  to  this  ramp  and  below  it  an  improved  on-ramp 
connecting  to  the  old  Rincon  Street/flyover  stub  on-ramp  is  to  be  constructed.  By 
maintaining  the  Sterling  Street  on  ramp  to  serve  east-bound  bridge  traffic,  a  better 
balanced  system  can  be  developed  to  equjilize  bridge  traffic  both  on  and  off. 

D.  Develop  A  New  Underground  Commuter  Intercept  Parking  System  On  Land  Under  The 
TSS  Rjght-Of-Wav 

To  mitigate  unnecessary  commuter  traffic  into  downtown  construct  new  privately-owned 
long  and  short  term  auto  parking  structures  to  sustain  the  normal  growth  of  traffic 
generated  by  new  and  future  development  south  of  Market.  Air  rights  above  the  parking 
should  be  maintained  for  new  development. 

The  design  intent  of  our  TSS  replacement  program  is: 

1)  Separate  East  Bay  and  Peninsula  traffic  from  sharing  on  and  off  ramp  access  streets  at 
the  Bridge.  This  will  improve  traffic  flow  throughout  and  around  downtown. 

2)  Reduce  obvious  existing  conflicts  between  major  traffic  and  transit  arterials  on  city 
streets. 

3)  Balance  traffic  distribution  on  city  streets  by  reducing  the  amount  of  traffic  flowing 
through  downtown  bound  for  other  destinations.  This  will  require  a  higher  reliance 
on  major  edge  anerials  such  as  the  Embarcadero  to  distribute  traffic  more  evenly. 

4)  Free-up  the  maximum  amount  of  land  downtown  for  commercial  use  consistent  widi 
C-3-0  zoning. 

Applying  this  criteria  to  die  alternatives  developed  by  the  city  for  environmental  review,  we 
would  make  the  following  comments: 
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1)  Alternatives  1  and  2  do  not  improve  traffic  on  downtown  streets  accessing  the  Bay 
Bridge.  While  these  alternatives  are  better  than  rebuilding  the  TSS,  they  do  not  take 
advantage  of  the  opportunities  to  improve  downtown  traffic  by  better  utilizing  TSS 
and  TTT  land. 

2)  Alternatives  3  and  4  distribute  off-ramp  traffic  onto  Folsom  Street,  which  is  very 
necessary  in  order  to  improve  in-bound  commuter  distribution.  However  neither 
alternative  improves  the  distribution  of  East  Bay  bound  traffic  entering  the  Bay 
Bridge  on-ramp  system. 

3)  Alternative  3  by  combining  peninsula  commuters  west-bound  and  East  Bay 
commuters  on  Harrison  Street  will  create  major  congestion  at  First  Street  extending  lo 
the  Embarcadero  and  down  First  to  Maricet.  This  alternative  with  a  new  on-ramp  at 
Second  Street  should  be  rejected. 

4)  Alternative  4  which  opens  traffic  to  mixed  use  east-bound  traffic  at  Steriing  attempts 
to  balance  traffic  entering  the  Bridge  ramp  system.  Compared  to  the  more  evenly 
balanced  distribution  system  proposed  in  this  plan,  this  altemative  does  not  greatly 
improve  the  unacceptably  high  commuter  traffic  congestion  in  the  downtown  area 
north  of  die  Bridge. 

5)  Alternatives  5  and  6  are  poor  urban  design  solutions  and  should  be  dismissed. 


Thank  you  in  advance  for  your  review  of  our  plan. 


WS:el 
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PACIFIC  RIM  INTERNATIONAL  FINANCIAL  DISTRICT  fPRIFD) 


A  Project  of 

RAY  CORPORATION 
181  Fremont  Street  Suite  100 
San  Francisco,  California  94105 
415-392-3870  FAX  392-3873 


PACIFIC  RIM  INTERNATIONAL  FINANCIAL  DISTRICT 
TRAFFIC  PLAN 
JUNE  1993 


PICTURE  A  NEW  SAN  FRANCISCO.  ENTERING  THE  CITY  FROM  THE  BAY 
BRIDGE,  A  NEW  DOWNTOWN  IS  CLEARLY  VISIBLE  EXTENDING  SOUTH  FROM 
MARKET  STREET.  AN  INTEGRATED  COLLECTION  OF  WELL-SCALED  BUILDINGS 
DEMONSTRATING  THE  BEST  QUALITIES  OF  CONTEMPORARY  ARCHITECTURE.  THE 
NEW  DOWNTOWN  REASSERTS  SAN  FRANCISCO'S  POSITION  AS  THE  PRINCIPAL 
AMERICAN  CITY  ON  THE  PACIFIC  RIM.  WOVEN  THROUGHOUT  THE  DOWNTOWN  IS  A 
NEW  SYSTEM  OF  PUBLIC  PARKS,  PROMENADES  AND  TREE-LINED  BOULEVARDS 
LEADING  EAST  TO  THE  WATERFRONT,  WEST  TO  THE  CULTURAL  CENTER  AND 
NORTH  INTO  THE  OLDER  FINANCIAL  DISTRICT.  RINCON  HILL  WITH  ITS  MIX  OF 
STATELY  RESIDENTIAL  TOWERS  AND  PROMINENT  COMMUNITY  FACILITIES  IS 
AGAIN  A  LANDMARK  IN  THE  CITY  AS  THE  DOMINANT  FORM  ANCHORING  THE  CITY 
TO  THE  BAY. 

THE  WATERFRONT  IS  GRAND  IN  ITS  EXPANSIVENESS.  A  REVITALIZED 
EMBARCADERO  CONNECTS  DISTINCTIVE  NEIGHBORHOODS  FROM  TELEGRAPH 
HILL  SOUTH  TO  THE  FINANCIAL  DISTRICT  AND  SOUTH  BEACH.  THE  FORM  OF  THE 
CITY  IS  UNINTERRUPTED  BY  THE  HEAVY  SLASHING  STRUCTURES  OF  THE  OLD 
FREEWAY  SYSTEM  WHICH  WAS  COMPLETELY  DEMOLISHED  IN  1993.  IN  ITS  PLACE 
A  NEW  COMMERCIAL  DISTRICT  HAS  BEEN  CREATED  WHICH  EXHIBITS  THE 
DIVERSITY  AND  ENERGY  WHICH  HAS  LONG  CHARACTERIZED  THE  HISTORIC 
DOWNTOWN  OF  THE  CITY.  A  NEW  NETWORK  OF  INTEGRATED  REGIONAL  AND  CITY 
TRANSIT  SYSTEMS  MOVES  RESIDENTS  AND  COMMUTERS  EASILY  THROUGHOUT 
DOWNTOWN  ALONG  PEDESTRIAN-FRIENDLY  STREETS  FREE  OF  GRIDLOCK  AND 
UNCROSSED  BY  CONCRETE  RAMPS.  THE  DISTRICT  IS  CONTROLLED  BY  A 
COMPREHENSIVE  PLAN  WHICH  EVENLY  DISTRIBUTES  SUNLIGHT  AND 
SPECTACULAR  VIEWS  WHILE  MAINTAINING  DENSITIES  APPROPRIATE  FOR  THE 
BUSINESS  CORE  OF  A  MAJOR  URBAN  CENTER. 

A  TRADING  CENTER,  A  WORKPLACE  AND  A  PLACE  TO  LIVE  AND  SHOP-  A  NEW 
SAN  FRANCISCO  IN  THE  TRADITION  OF  WORLD  CLASS  CITIES  HAS  BEEN 
SUCCESSFULLY  BLENDED  WITH  ITS  HISTORIC  INNER  CORE.  A  NEW  RING  OF 
GROWTH  HAS  BEEN  ADDED  TO  THE  CITY  DEMONSTRATING  AGAIN  SAN 
FRANCISCO'S  LEADERSHIP  IN  URBAN  PLANNING  AND  ECONOMIC  VITALITY. 
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San  Francisco  has  a  unique  opportunity  to  create  a  new  vision  for  its  commercial  center. 
The  heavy-handed  transportation  planning  of  the  1950's  wrapped  and  divided  the  center 
of  the  city,  isolating  the  Financial  District  from  the  waterfront  and  ignoring  the  prominence 
of  Rincon  Hill  at  the  summit  of  the  city.  The  removal  of  these  structures  will  eliminate  a 
tremendous  blight  inhibiting  the  orderly  planning  for  growth  of  this  once  vibrant  financial 
capital. 

At  one  time  San  Francisco  considered  itself  to  be  a  world-class  metropolis.  In  reality  it  Is 
now  an  introverted  second-rank  city  consumed  by  a  faded  vision  of  its  once  vibrant 
prominence  as  a  wealthy  and  cultured  place  favored  by  international  travelers  and 
business  people.  This  vision  can  be  reinvigorated.  With  the  removal  of  rwo  obsolete  s:a:s 
owned  transportation  facilities  in  the  middle  of  downtown,  over  16  blocks  of  valuable  :anc 
can  be  re-invested  into  a  comprehensive  plan  for  San  Francisco's  commercial  future. 

The  "infill/contextual"  downtown  planning  mentality  of  the  1970's  and  30's  must  be 
replaced  with  new  thinking.  This  old  approach  to  planning  is  essentially  a  presen/ationist 
attitude  which  Is  unresponsive  to  opportunities  for  bold  and  creative  action  required  for 
cities  to  grow,  adopt  and  change  to  meet  new  realities  and  new  economics.  A  new 
inventive  attitude  which  capitalizes  on  found  opportunities  is  necessary.  The  chance  :o 
completely  master  plan  and  reorganize  our  future  downtown  is  an  achievement  that  we 
can  accomplisn  with  the  same  creativity  and  style  that  originally  made  San  Francisco  a 
world  city. 

This  proposal  has  been  prepared  because  we  believe  a  new  vision  of  San  Francisco  is 
essential.  A  part  of  this  presentation  is  a  set  of  pictures  illustrating  how  this  vision  can 
begin  by  redesigning  the  city's  downtown  traffic  and  transit  plan.  By  removing  the  Terminal 
Separator  Structure  and  Transbay  Transit  Terminal,  the  existing  downtown  traffic  system 
can  be  replaced  by  a  completely  integrated  system  with  enormous  oenefits  tor  improvea 
urban  design  and  land  use  patterns  within  the  downtown. 
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INTRODUCTION 

As  a  direct  result  of  the  1989  Loma  Prieta  earthquake,  San  Francisco  suffered  severe  and 
permanent  damage  to  much  of  its  elevated  state  freeway  system  and  access  ramps.  In 
1991  the  Embarcadero  freeway  was  demolished  and  will  be  replaced  by  a  surface  arterial 
or  subsurface  roadway  upon  completion  of  an  environmental  impact  study.  The  Terminal 
Separator  Structure  (TSS)  connecting  the  Bay  Bridge  with  the  Embarcadero  will  be 
completely  demolished  by  the  end  of  summer  1993.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  has  asked 
Cal  Trans  to  postpone  the  planned  reconstruction  of  the  TSS  until  a  city-sponsored  study 
is  completed.  This  study  will  review  alternative  replacement  programs  for  the  TSS  and  will 
recommend  a  new  design  plan  which  is  consistent  with  the  long-range  planning  needs  of 
the  city. 

The  demolition  of  the  TSS  presents  a  remarkable  opportunity  for  San  Francisco  to 
reconfigure  its  downtown  traffic  and  to  plan  a  comprehensive  system  of  traffic  distribution 
for  the  next  century.  In  addition,  significant  urban  design  improvements  can  be  made  in 
the  one  area  of  the  city  which  will  absorb  the  future  growth  of  the  downtown  commercial 
core. 

Cal  Trans  is  currently  reviewing  long  range  disposition  of  the  Transbay  Transit  Terminal 
(TTT).  This  1939  structure  including  its  elevated  ramps  is  an  obsolete  facility  which  is  in 
disrepair.  This  building  has  been  siesmically  evaluated  by  the  state  and  declared  to  be 
incapable  of  surviving  a  major  earthquake.  It  is  a  public  danger  in  its  present  state  and 
costs  the  state  over  $1  million  per  year  subsidy  for  commuter  transit.  The  state  must  spend 
between  $32-60  million  to  bring  the  structure  up  to  code.  Because  of  the  need  to  spend 
substantial  public  funds  on  this  out-of-date  facility,  the  state  has  indicated  a  willingness  'o 
review  alternate  programs  that  provide  a  new  development  and  a  modern  transit  function 
on  the  property. 

The  plan  presented  in  this  summary  outlines  a  detailed  program  which  will  enable  all  of 
San  Francisco  to  benefit  from  the  re-planning  of  its  downtown  traffic  system  by  re- 
evaluating the  disposition  of  the  TSS  and  TTT. 


THE  DOWNTOWN  TRAFFIC  PROBLEM 

In  1989  when  the  elevated  freeway  access  system  was  last  fully  operational,  many 
significant  traffic  problems  were  evident.  These  defects  will  be  largely  recreated  if  ihe  TSS 
is  rebuilt  according  to  Cal  Trans  present  program  and  the  TTT  continues  to  function  in  its 
present  form.  Together  with  re-occurring  downtown  traffic  problems  which  are  unrelated 
to  the  functioning  of  these  two  structures,  San  Francisco  is  faced  with  a  continuing 
increase  in  the  severity  of  traffic  congestion  in  its  commercial  center: 

A.  The  Main/Beale  off  and  on  ramps  introduced  unacceptably  high  levels  of 
commuter  traffic  congestion  onto  transit  priority  Mission  Street.  This  avoidable  conflict  will 
be  rebuilt  into  the  system  if  the  TSS  is  reconstructed  this  deep  into  the  city's  downtown 
street  system. 

B.  First  Street  between  Market  and  Mission  is  the  principal  arterial  draining 
downtown  commuter  traffic  from  the  city  to  the  East  Bay.  Severe  restrictions  on  the  flow  of 
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both  outbound  commuter  car  traffic  and  city  transit  services  to  the  TTT  result  from  the 
sharing  of  First  Street  between  these  two  competing  movement  systems.  Congestion 
along  Bush  and  Battery  north  of  Market  still  results  in  unacceptable  queuing  which  blocks 
the  orderly  movement  of  traffic  in  the  center  of  downtown. 

C.  The  elevated  TSS  from  both  the  Embarcadero  and  Beale  Streets  mixed  East  Bay 
and  Peninsula  traffic  on  narrow  ramps.  This  caused  slow  weaving  traffic  and  often  stacKed 
commuter  lanes  back  to  Broadway  at  commute  time. 

D.  Traffic  weaving  on  the  elevated  double  deck  structure  heading  outbound  from 
downtown  on  1-80  west  at  Fourth  Street  introduced  unnecessary  conflicts  with  inbound 
Bay  Bridge  traffic  heading  west. 

E.  Redundant  off-ramps  to  downtown  at  Fremont  Street  north  of  the  Bay  Bridge 
shared  with  AC  Transit  buses,  and  at  the  off-ramp  south  of  the  Bay  Bridge  (new 
Embarcadero/Main)  introduce  unnecessary  weaving  and  congestion  along  Fremont  Street 
on  the  principle  commuter  artehal  into  downtown.  Conversely,  no  south  bound  off-ramp 
exists  to  serve  the  growth  in  the  city  which  has  occurred  in  the  50  years  since  the  bridge 
ramp  system  was  first  constructed. 

F.  Outbound  East  Bay  commuter  traffic  slows  and  congests  at  the  top  of  Rincon  Hiil 
at  First  and  Harrison  due  to  over  use  of  this  pnmary  entrance  to  the  bridge.  Commuter 
traffic  often  backs  up  to  both  the  Embarcadero  and  Market  street  because  of  the 
competition  to  use  this  exit  from  the  city.  At  the  same  time  the  Bay  Bridge  car  pool  lane 
south  of  the  bndge  at  Bryant  Street  is  underutilized  throughout  the  commuter  penod.  As  a 
result,  the  disproportionately  large  quantity  of  traffic  leaving  the  city  via  the  northern  lanes 
of  the  Bay  Bridge  heading  east  often  cause  unnecessary  congestion  for  through  traffic. 


A  NEW  TRAFFIC  CONCEPT  FOR  DOWNTOWN 

In  order  to  improve  the  quality  of  traffic  flow  in  the  downtown  to  accommodate  future 
commercial  growth,  it  is  important  to  re-think  how  traffic  is  dispersed  m  the  high  density 
center  of  the  city.  In  the  past,  conventional  traffic  engineering  mandated  that  downtown  be 
served  by  inflexible,  dedicated  freeways  which  introduced  point  loads  of  commuter  traffic  at 
certain  key  locations  around  the  edge  of  the  high  density  core  of  the  city.  San  Francisco 
was  serviced  well  in  traffic  terms  by  the  TSS,  Embarcadero  Freeway  and  Central  Freeway 
when  these  elevated  structures  only  serviced  the  periphery  of  the  city. 

Since  these  structures  were  built  however,  the  city  has  grown  to  engulf  these  traffic 
arteries.  Prior  to  the  earthquake,  the  TSS  and  the  Embarcadero  Freeway  brought  a 
concentrated  flow  of  traffic  into  areas  of  the  city  which  are  now  filled  with  heavy  pedestrian 
activity.  These  structures  cut  off  quality  development,  blight  the  downtown  and  divide  the 
city  from  its  waterfront  and  its  planned  high  density  residential  neighborhood  at  Rincon  Hill. 
In  addition,  the  natural  increase  of  surface  non-commuter  city  traffic  and  public  transit  m  the 
areas  bisected  by  these  elevated  freeways  are  a  significant  blight  on  the  urban  design 
quality  of  San  Francisco. 

A  new  conceptual  framework  for  planning  downtown  traffic  m  San  Francisco  is  needed. 
Four  principles  define  this  new  approach: 
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A.  Separate  East  Bay  bound  traffic  from  Peninsula  bound  traffic  on  arteriais 
serving  the  downtown.  Rebuilding  the  Cal  Trans  proposed  TSS  will  again  mix  east 
and  west  bound  traffic  on  downtown  streets  and  on  the  TSS  adding  needless  congestion 
on  all  access  arteries.  The  state  is  rebuilding  1-280  with  significant  new  on  and  off-ramps 
at  Sixth  and  Fourth  Street  serviced  via  the  New  King  Street  extension.  This  gateway  to 
San  Francisco  should  be  the  primary  access  to  the  city  for  Peninsula  commuters. 
Peninsula  serving  i-80  access  ramps  to  the  downtown  should  be  eliminated  from  the  TSS 
replacement  program. 

B.  Utilize  the  existing  city  street  grid  for  access  to  the  Bay  Bridge  and  1-280. 

San  Francisco  is  blessed  with  a  simple  grid  of  wide  streets  South  of  Market.  Most  of  these 
streets  are  capable  of  carrying  the  maximum  traffic  flow  required  for  the  peak  commute. 
Adding  elevated  access  ramps  to  supplant  these  streets  is  redundant  and  will  introduce 
significant  visual  blight  and  point  load  grid  lock  at  key  points  in  the  city. 

C.  Balanced  traffic  distribution  to  bridge.  More  thought  must  be  given  to  creating 
choices  for  surface  traffic  to  find  its  way  through  the  city  to  the  Bay  Bridge.  Traffic  planning 
adjacent  to  the  Bay  Bridge  was  historically  dependent  upon  dedicated  arteriais  such  as 
First  Street  and  Fremont  to  carry  a  disproportionate  amount  of  downtown  traffic.  More 
planning  should  be  done  to  equalize  the  traffic  distribution  on  more  city  streets  accessing 
both  sides  of  the  bridge.  This  will  create  better  traffic  flows  on  the  bridge  and  on  the  city 
street  grid.  It  will  also  relieve  many  of  the  bottlenecks  which  restrict  the  utility  of  the  city 
streets  for  pedestnans  and  non-commuiers. 

D.  Smart  signal  traffic  distribution  system.  By  expanding  the  choices  of  surface 
streets  utilized  to  exit  the  city,  San  Francisco  can  utilize  a  computer-controlled  signal 
system  on  downtown  streets  north  of  Market  to  ease  congestion  on  selected  arteriais. 
Historically  Bush,  Montgomery,  Clay  and  Battery  Streets  have  carried  a  high  proportion  of 
commuter  traffic  leaving  the  city.  This  often  causes  unnecessary  gridlock  mixing  east  ana 
west  bound  traffic  deep  into  the  downtown.  By  monitoring  traffic  flows  on  the  important 
local  serving  streets,  the  city  can  signal  to  commuters  the  least  congested  exit  way  from  the 
city.  This  will  minimize  congestion  on  the  Embarcadero  and  the  important  local  serving 
streets  adjacent  to  Bay  Bndge.  It  will  tend  to  even  out  the  traffic  flow  queuing  up  to  these 
arteriais. 


REPLACE  TSS  WITH  A  SIMPLIFIED  DESIGN 

The  city  of  San  Francisco  should  not  allow  Cal  Trans  to  rebuild  the  Terminal  Separator 
Structure.  A  simplified  design  with  the  minimum  elevated  structure  should  be  construciea 
in  its  place.  This  proposal  identifies  the  important  features  of  a  replacement  program  best 
suited  to  San  Francisco's  needs: 


A.  Construct  a  "Bridge  Landing"  to  Folsom  street  at  Rincon  Hill.  San  Francisco 
deserves  to  have  a  world-class  gateway  into  the  downtown  from  the  Bay  Bridge. 
Connecting  to  the  first  off-ramp  at  Essex  street  north  bound,  a  new  short  off-ramp  wrapping 
Rincon  Hill  and  connecting  to  the  South  side  of  Folsom  Street  should  be  constructed. 
Folsom  street  is  a  five  lane  East  bound  arterial  with  wide  north  and  south  access  streets.  It 
will  evenly  distribute  a  greater  traffic  flow  into  downtown  along  a  wide,  handsome 
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boulevard  that  will  replace  the  reconstructed  TSS  Main  Street  off-ramp  and  the  existing 
TTT  Fremont  Street  car  off-ramp. 

B.  Construct  a  new  exclusive  Bay  Bridge  access  ramp  on  the  Essex  Street 

R.O.W.  By  replacing  First  Street  as  a  primary  entrance  to  the  Bay  Bridge,  a  new  surface 
street  three  lanes  wide  south  from  Howard  Street  to  the  bridge  will  carry  uninterrupted 
commuter  traffic  without  traffic  lights  or  cross  traffic.  This  approach  will  provide  better 
capacity  than  First  Street  and  will  allow  Rincon  Hill  to  develop  without  the  disruptive 
commuter  traffic  dividing  the  community. 

C.  Construct  a  new  "South  Bridge  Exit"  ramp  to  Main  Street.  The  city's 
commercial  center  has  shifted  south  since  the  Bay  Bridge  was  constructed.  A  south  exit 
from  the  East  Bay  serving  South  Beach  and  Mission  Bay  is  required.  Utilizing  the  existing 
south  exit  ramp  but  turning  east  down  to  Main  at  Bryant  instead  of  north  to  Fremont  i^uncer 
the  Bridge)  will  provide  much  needed  flexibility  in  the  system.  This  will  allow  east-bounc 
Harrison  Street  traffic  exclusive  use  of  the  existing  on  ramp  at  First  Street  which  will  greatiy 
improve  traffic  flow  and  queuing  capacity. 

D.  Construct  new  commuter  intercept  parking  structures  on  the  North  side  of 
Folsom.  On  the  Cal  Trans  R.O.W.  abandoned  by  demolishing  the  TSS.  private 
development  can  construct  two  or  three  story  below  grade  commuter  parking  'acilities  :o 
replace  the  surface  parking  previously  located  beneath  the  elevated  structures.  A  public 
park  and  commercial  development  can  be  constructed  on  air  rignts  above  ground. 


PUBLIC  TRANSIT  ISSUES 

Certain  public  transit  issues  affecting  the  city  and  the  downtown  are  a  part  of  this  equation. 
The  Cal  Train  downtown  extension  and  BART  airport  extension  are  programs  which  co  not 
have  the  long-range  potential  to  stimulate  the  growth  and  revitalization  of  San  Franc;sco. 
They  are  both  expedient  solutions  which  most  directly  benefit  San  Mateo  County,  but  have 
very  limited  positive  impact  on  the  transit  needs  of  the  city.  Based  upon  the  enormous 
public  expense  for  San  Francisco,  these  programs  do  not  provide  the  best  value  for  the 
city's  transit  dollars. 

For  many  years  it  has  been  proposed  that  Cal  Train  be  extended  into  downtown  at  the  TTT 
All  of  the  solutions  proposed  have  been  rejected  because  the  enormous  public  expense  :s 
not  supportable  by  even  the  most  optimistic  ridership  estimates. 

The  real  reason  to  reject  this  proposal  however,  is  that  Cal  Tram  does  not  contribute  :o  the 
future  growth  of  San  Francisco  in  proportion  to  its  public  cost.  The  Cal  Tram  R.O.W.  is 
located  far  to  the  west  of  the  growth  corridor  of  the  city.  Even  a  proposed  change  of  transit 
mode  to  diesel/electric  or  high  speed  electnc  is  not  only  very  expensive,  but  also  of  limited 
value  to  San  Francisco  because  the  system  will  continue  to  use  the  old  Southern  Pacific 
R.O.W  utilizing  a  heavy  rail  technology  which  will  not  support  local  San  Francisco  transit 
needs. 

The  growth  sector  of  San  Francisco  for  the  next  50  years  is  the  Third  Street  corridor  from 
downtown  through  Mission  Bay  to  Candlestick  and  the  airport.  This  is  the  part  of  the  city 
with  the  most  potential  and  need  for  residential  and  mdustnal  growth  and  revitalization.  A 
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light  rail  or  third  rail  "BART-like"  system  connecting  to  BART  at  Market  Street  will  provide 
San  Francisco  with  the  type  of  public  transit  which  will  provide  the  most  direct  and  effective 
service  to  residential  neighborhoods  in  the  eastern  districts  of  the  city,  the  airport  and  a 
sports  complex  at  Candlestick  Park. 

The  BART  extension  from  Colma/Daly  city  to  the  airport  will  not  attract  a  great  number  of 
airline  passengers  because  of  the  circuitous  and  time-consuming  route  it  takes  through  the 
western  part  of  the  city  and  county.  Projections  are  that  it  will  take  almost  twice  as  long  to 
travel  to  the  airport  via  Daly  City  than  a  comparable  system  along  Third  Street. 

A  Third  Street  light  rail  system  terminating  at  Market  Street  and  connecting  to  BART 
is  a  better  alternative  because  it  can  serve  local  transit  needs  as  well  as  airport  service.  An 
additional  advantage  is  that  a  projected  system  could  be  designed  to  be  compatible  with 
existing  and  planned  new  neighborhoods.  This  is  not  economically  feasible  utilizing  the 
heavy  rail  system  of  Cal  Train. 

The  TTT  location  most  often  suggested  as  the  downtown  terminus  for  Cal  Train  illustrates  a 
misconception  about  regional  commuter  transit.  The  TTT  location  is  considered  by  many 
transit  planners  as  a  "hub"  for  regional  buses;  however,  the  backbone  of  San  Francisco's 
public  transit  system  is  the  BART/Muni  Metro  network  centered  on  Market  Street.  This 
existing  network  can  more  efficiently  distribute  commuters  and  San  Francisco  residents 
who  work  in  the  city  but  are  not  in  walking  distance  to  work. 

There  is  no  natural  relationship  between  the  peninsula  train  commuter  and  the  regional 
buses  using  the  TTT.  Continuing  to  use  the  TTT  as  a  hub  would  further  increase  the 
surface  gridlock  at  this  obsolete  facility  by  continuing  to  require  Muni  to  make  unnecessary 
detours  to  the  TTT.  The  only  logical  terminus  for  any  peninsula  public  transit  system  is 
directly  at  Market  Street  connecting  at  one  of  the  existing  sub-surface  BART  stations. 


REPLACE  TTT  WITH  A  NEW  COMMUTER  TRANSIT  FUNCTION 

The  Transbay  Transit  Terminal  is  an  obsolete  facility  constructed  in  1939  for  the  Key  Route 
commuter  trains.  It  was  converted  to  a  bus  terminal  in  1959  after  the  train  system  was 
taken  out  of  service.  The  facility  is  no  longer  useful.  Bus  ridership  on  AC  Transit,  the 
largest  common  carrier,  has  declined  dramatically  since  a  high  in  1980.  BART  and  casual 
carpooling  now  carry  most  East  Bay  riders. 

Commuter  bus  transit  from  the  East  Bay  must  take  advantage  of  the  natural  flexibility 
offered  by  this  transportation  method.  The  Terminal  or  "hub"  concept  of  bus  transit  worked 
earlier  in  this  century  when  San  Francisco  was  small.  As  the  city  expanded,  commuters 
often  must  take  Muni  or  other  transit  systems  to  get  to  their  workplace.  It  is  ironic  that  the 
fixed  rail  BART  trains  directly  serve  the  Financial  District,  the  retail  district  at  Union  Square 
and  the  Civic  Center/Cultural  Center  -  the  three  most  important  destinations  for  commuters. 
The  supposedly  flexible  bus  mode  of  AC  Transit  does  not  do  this.  Patronage  is 
dramatically  reduced  because  of  the  inflexibility  of  the  existing  East  Bay  bus  system  which 
does  not  take  commuters  directly  to  where  they  want  to  go. 

The  old  terminal  concept  needs  to  be  replaced  by  the  transit  network  concept  -  a 

senes  of  intersecting,  short  downtown  bus  loops  using  city  streets  connecting  AC  with 
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BART,  MUNI,  Sam  Trans  and  Golden  Gate.  The  latter  two  systems  successfully  use  this 
concept  to  provide  efficient  commuter  service. 

A.  Construct  a  "Bus  Transit  Mall"  in  downtown.  This  system  will  more  evenly 
distribute  working  commuters  throughout  the  central  city  while  providing  the  necessary 
interchange  with  other  local  and  regional  commuters.  The  transit  mall  will  only  require  :he 
improvement  of  city  streets  to  include  system  signage,  bus  shelters  and  turnouts.  The  mail 
concept  will  provide  a  proven,  low  cost  and  efficient  alternative  to  the  obsolete  terminal 
facility  presently  used. 

B.  Demolish  tlie  TTT.  In  its  place  valuable  downtown  pmerty  can  be  used  to  provice 
public  open  spaces,  commercial  development  to  improve  th   'ax  rolls,  and  support 
facilities  for  a  new  transit  mall  function. 

C.  Construct  a  new  regional  bus  parking  facility  on  Cal  Trans  land  between 
Second  and  Fourth.  Beneath  the  1-80  elevated  structure  there  is  sufficient  parKing 
capacity  to  park  buses  for  AC  and  other  transit  companies  which  lay  over  'n  San 
Francisco.  At  present,  AC  buses  park  on  the  elevated  ramps  serving  the  bus  terminal.  The 
Cal  Trans  R.O.W.  beneath  1-80  is  located  adjacent  to  the  proposed  AC  Transit  Downtown 
Commuter  Loop  and  can  efficiently  replace  the  parking  lost  by  removing  :hese  ramps. 

D.  Provide  a  new  exclusive  bus  on-ramp  at  Second  and  Harrison.   At  the  enc 

of  what  will  become  the  new  AC  downtown  commuter  loop,  the  existing  on-ramp  at 
Second  and  Harrison  can  be  reconfigured  for  exclusive  bus  use.  This  will  provide  the 
efficient  flow  of  East  Bay  transit  sen/ice  to  the  Bay  Bridge  required  to  make  public  transit 
attractive  and  competitive. 


SUMMARY 

The  opportunities  providea  to  San  Francisco  by  permanently  removing  the  TSS  and  TTT 
are  enormous.  Approximately  32  acres  of  undeveloped  commercial  property  can  becom.e 
available  in  the  growth  center  of  aowntown  to  sustain  the  city's  tax  rolls  and  employment 
base.  Long  range  traffic  planning  can  address  the  growth  issues  of  the  city's  financial 
disthct.  A  comprehensive  downtown  plan  will  help  sustain  the  vision  of  San  Francisco  as  a 
world  class  city  and  a  full  partner  of  the  trading  community  on  the  Pacific  Rim. 

It  is  important  to  San  Francisco  that  this  once-in-a-lifetime  opportunity  to  create  a  modern 
traffic  disthbution  system  in  our  downtown  is  understood  as  vital  to  the  continued  economic 

well  being  of  the  city. 
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Aeron  Stedmaim  &  Associates 
461  2nd  Street,  Suite  H207 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 

Barbara  Sahm 

Office  of  Environmental  Review 
Depanment  of  City  Planning 
450  iMc.\lIister  St, 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

March  21,  1994 

Dear  Ms.  Sahm, 

We  live  and  work  in  The  ClockTower  Building  in  the  South  of  Market  area,  and  enjoy 
being  here  very  much  so.  We  understand  that  the  Depanmeni  of  City  Plannina  is  very  driven  in 
seeing  the  proposed  off-ramp  from  the  Bay  Bridge  into  completion  Unfortunately,  people  live 
and  work  in  an  area  that  is  already  conjested  with  traffic.  In  fact,  our  building  "rumbles"  because 
we  are  so  close  to  the  Bay  Bridge.  Please  consider  other  alternatives  to  the  ever-conjested 
bridge.  We  recommend  more  public  transporation  and  carpooling.  Could  you  pass  the  message 
around  in  City  Hail?  Thank  you  for  your  time  and  consideration. 


c^iiornzij  at  Jlavj 
777  ^ias.  ^t\s.zi,  Saiiz  J300 


(4.15)  83 4-0400 
fax  (415)  S34-0SS5 

March  17,  1994 


Ms.   Barbara  W.  Sahm 
Environmental  Review  Officer 
Department  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,   CA  94102 

Re:     Terminal  Separator  Structure  Environmental 
Impact  Report  

Dear  Ms.  Sahm: 

The  following  is  a  suggestion  for  consideration  as  part  of 
the  planning  and  review  process  you  are  now  undertaking  in 
connection  with  the  partial  replacement  of  the  terminal  separator 
structure.     Mr.  Emilio  Cruz  suggested  that  I  submit  my  idea  as  a 
formal  comment  prior  to  the  March  21  deadline. 

I  believe  the  following  suggestion,  although  radical,  solves 
a  key  traffic  and  transportation  problem  highlighted  in  your  July 
26,   1993  report  while  enabling  the  city  to  avoid  losing  the  $50 
million  of  FEMA  funds  which  would  be  made  available  by  adopting 
one  of  the  low  impact  alternatives  presently  being  considered. 

The  money  saved  by  selecting  one  of  those  alternatives 
should  be  used  to  construct  a  two-  or  three-lane   (one  lane  in 
each  direction  and  perhaps  a  reversible  middle  lane)  flv-over 
from  1-80  at  the  Fifth  and  Brvant  exit  to  1-280  at  Sixth  and 
Brannan.     This  will  quickly  and  cheaply  alleviate  several  serious 
transportation  problems,  making  each  of  those  alternatives  more 
viable  and  mitigating  traffic  congestion: 

It  will  greatly  expedite  traffic  headed  from  the  Bay 
Bridge  to  Daly  City  and  points  south,   and  vice  versa, 
by  allowing  that  traffic  to  bypass  the  congested 
1-8  0/101  junction  and  the  surrounding  ramps  and 
interchanges. 

It  will  substantially  reduce  surface  traffic  in  the 
South  of -Market  area. 

It  will  put  1-280  to  maximum  effective  use. 
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It  will  reduce  congestion  and  safety  problems  at  the 
1-80/101  split  by  substantially  reducing  the  amount  of 
through  traffic  trying  to  get  past  that  division  and 
merge  point. 

It  will  also  guarantee  the  Flower  Market  a  permanent  place 
in  the  heart  of  the  city,  and  may  enable  a  produce  market  also  to 
be  located  there.     The  natural  path  for  this  modest  elevated 
structure  would  be  above  the  Flower  Market,   thus  assuring  that 
the  Market  will  never  be  evicted  for  high-rise  or  other  major 
building  purposes.     Because  the  fairly  narrow  structure  would  be 
at  or  above  the  height  of  the  current  elevated  structures,  it 
need  not  severely  interfere  with  light  and  sky  in  the  Flower 
Market  area.     Indeed,   imaginative  design  could  place  interior 
flower  market  stalls,  warehouse  and  loading  dock  space  underneath 
the  structure,   leaving  a  wide,   open  and  gently  cur^/ing  area  on 
either  side  for' pedestrian  market  access  and  drive-through. 

The  physical  arrangement  of  the  present  Fifth  Street 
entrance  and  exit  to  1-80  is  ideally  suited  for  a  simple  and 
relatively  cheap  ramp  connection.     The  present  two-lane  ramps 
enter  and  exit  on  the  respective  left-hand  lanes  of  the  freeway. 
In  each  case,   the  far  left-hand  lane  would  continue  to  be  used  as 
a  Fifth  Street  entrance  or  exit.     The  right-hand  lane  of  each 
two-lane  ramp  would  be  converted  to  rise  up  and  over  the  freeway 
or  up  over  Brannan  Street  to  form  a  single  two-  or  three-lane 
structure.     That  structure  could  then  skirt  the  southeast  corner 
of  the  existing  building  on  the  south  corner  of  Bryant  and  Fifth 
and  follow  the  Flower  Market  property  to  Sixth  at  Brannan, 
joining  the  left  hand  entrance  and  exit  lanes  of  the  present 
Sixth  Street  ramp  to  1-280. 

It  seems  unlikely  that  the  total  cost  of  that  project  would 
exceed  the  amount  of  money  saved  by  building  one  of  the  less 
expensive  alternatives  considered  in  the  Planning  Department's 
current  report.     Since  this  project  would  solve  problems  caused 
by  the  destruction  and  replacement  of  the  present  terminal 
separator  structure,    it  can  be  included  in  the  funding  for  the 
project.     Indeed,  your  July  report  at  Page  57  pointed  out  the 
main  remaining  problem  with  all  alternatives  to  complete 
structure  rebuilding  was  increased  congestion  at  hospital  curve. 
The  proposed  connection  is  therefore  a  defensible  and  appropriate 
use  of  this  money.     Since  it  would  also  be  useful  to  the  city  and 
the  Bay  Area  in  many  other  ways,   there  should  be  no 
insurTnountable  difficulty  in  obtaining  State  and  Federal  consent 
to  use  part  of  the  terminal  separator  structure  rebuilding  fund 
for  this  purpose. 
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I  do  not  think  building  this  connection  in  these 
circumstances  amounts  to  a  violation  of  the  city's  long-standing 
"no  new  freeways"  policy.     Rather,  by  relieving  congestion  on 
surface  streets  and  making  the  existing  freeway  (1-28  0)  more 
useful  to  more  people,   it  amounts  to  an  implementation  of  the 
policy.     By  connecting  existing  freeways  and  making  them  more 
useful,  the  pressure  to  build  new  freeways  is  alleviated. 

Furthermore,   this  connector  will  mesh  nicely  with  a 
combination  of  bus/HOV  lane  and  TransBay  Bus  Terminal  ramp 
arrangement,   thus  facilitating  increased  use  of  a  refurbished 
TransBay  Terminal  as  a  bus  terminal  for  bus  traffic  from  the 
Peninsula  and  South.     It  will  enable  the  TransBay  Terminal  to 
become  an  effective  major  commuter  and  inter-city  bus  terminal: 
A  Bay  Area  Terminal  instead  of  merely  a  TransBay  terminal. 


Gerhard  Stoll 


GS/cpc 
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Barbara  V.  Saao 
Bnviron»ental  R«vlew  Officer 
EkpartDent  of  City  Planning 
450  McAiiiacer  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Re:  Replaceoent  Alternatives  for  the  Terminal  Separator  Structure  aad 
Mid-Eubarcadero  Elevated  Freeway. 

Dear  Ms.  Saha. 

In  Septeaber  1992  our  organization' •  Board  of  Director!  voted  to 
vigorously  oppose  the  relocation  of  high-speed  automobile  traffic  frou  the 
denolished  Eobarcadero  Freeway  to  street  lev«l  along  the  Eobaracadtro .  We 
encouraged  the  envlroaaental  review  of  five  alternatives.  In  addition.  THD 
urged  this  assesssent  Include  additional  subsets  for  some  of  the  alterna- 
tives: a  "no  ramp"  scenario  for  Alternative  C,D  and  E.  Each  "no  ranp" 
scenario,  we  recosinended ,  should  have  only  two  lanes  of  traffic  in  each 
direction,  possibly  three  at  peak  hours. 

Now  that  rebuilding  of  the  Terninal  Separator  Structure  is  no  longer 
be'ng  considered,  we  support  the  three-lanes  In  each  directlcr.  configuration 
for  each  of  proposed  Alternatives  1,  2,  3,  A  and  5  (which  was  Alterna'.lve  7 
in  the  Scoping  Brochure).  It  is  our  understanding  that  Alternative  5  as  • 
subset  for  Alternative  2,  3  and  4  will  consider  only  a  surface  roadway  in  the 
Mld-Sabarc«dero  area  with  the  southbound  lanes  curved  toward  harke:  Street  In 
order  to  create  a  plaea  in  front  of  tha  Ferry  Building.  Under  this  particular 
subset,  the  anvironaental  reviev  should  take  into  account: 

(a)  the  breakthrough  of  Market  Street  beyond  Stauart  Street  in:o  the 
•outhbound  curved  portion  of  the  roadway, 

(b)  the  extenalon  of  the  California  Street  cable  car  lint  along  Hark*: 
Street  to  a  turnaround  on  the  plaia  in  front  of  the  F«rr>  Building,  and 

(c)  the  routing  of  the  F-line  streecar  tracks  down  Market  Street  directly 
onto  the  plaza  (without  a  "dogleg"  around  the  placa)  into  an  interaodai 
transportation  hub. 


Foufvied  in  193^  if>  perpetuate  th«  historic  tradition:,  oi  S*n  Franciwv'  k  'ciej^raph  HilJ 
and  to  repre5ent  the  community  mtrrejti  of  its  residents  tnd  pr(jp»r-\  gwncf* 
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Understandably,  we  would  favor  Che  ieiectlon  of  Alternative  2  over  the 
"no-build"  scenario  for  Alternative  I.  But  Alternative  3  -  which  includes  (1) 
a  new  on-ramp  to  I-280/US  101  In  a  •outhbound  direction  from  Harrison  Street, 
(ii)  a  new  off-ranp  from  I-280/US  101  northbound  down  to  Second  Street  and  a 
modified  off-raap  7reBont  and  Folsom  Street  -  would  appear  to  be  the  aost 
realistic  approach  to  replacing  the  TSS.  Ihia  ranp  design  would  greatly 
facilitate  the  dispersal  on  traffic  onto  the  City's  street  grid  in  sn  orderly 
manner. 

The  Chief  Administrative  Officer  has  comfflissioncd  the  Mid-Eabarcadero 
Open  Space  Coaoiittee  to  recommend  open  space  land  use  designations  in  the 
context  of  both  (a)  the  separated  and  partly  curved  southbound  roadway  and 
<b)  the  straight  side-by-side  roadway  tlignoent  in  front  of  the  Perry 
Building*  It  will  be  unrealistic  to  favor  one  alignment  over  the  other 
without  the  benefit  of  comparable  traffic  anaylses,  especially  studies  of  the 
impact  of  breaking  through  Market  Street  and  traffic  control  measures  to 
preserve  the  "transit  preferential"  status  of  this  important  boulevard.  This 
breakthrough  would  facilitate  new  transit  activity  with  the  extension  of  the 
Califorola  Street  cable  car  line  down  Market  Street  into  a  turnaround  area  in 
the  plaea  fronting  the  Perry  Building. 

A  third  possible  roadway  alignment  scheme  also  has  been  advanced  that 
would  utilize  Steuart  Street  for  southbound  traffic  and  have  two  northbound 
lanes  skirting  the  edge  of  the  plaza  area  along  Mission  Street  onto  Steuart 
Street  which  would  be  extended  Co  curve  out  onto  the  Embarcadero.  This  plan 
also  envisions  the  breakout  of  Market  Street  onto  Steuart  Street  and  exten- 
sion of  the  cable  car  line  along  Market  Street  to  a  turnaround  in  front  of 
the  Perry  Building. 

It  would  be  appropriate  to  consider  the  environmental  impacts  for  each  of 
these  roadway  aligmaenta  as  substitues  for  the  now  abandoned  notions  about 
rebuilding  the  Terminal  Separator  Structure  and/or  undergroundlng  the  north- 
bound roadway  in  front  of  the  Ferry  Building.  Moreover,  the  planned  restora- 
tion of  the  historic  Perry  Building  (which  was  not  given  much  attention  while 
those  notions  were  still  in  the  forefront)  warrants  the  envlrontaental  impact 
analyses  of  new  alternatives  that  emphasize  the  intermodal  transportation 
elements  in  the  roadway  plans. 


Bob  Tibbits 
President 


cc:  Dennis  Bouey,  Executive  Director 
Port  of  San  Francisco 
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Ms.  Barbara  W.  Sahm,  Environmental  Review  Officer 
Department  of  City  Planning 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

RE;     Recommendations  on  the  Scope  of  the 

Terminal  Separator  Structure  and  the  Embarcadero  Freeway 
Environmental  Impact  Report 

Dear  Ms.  Sahm: 

The  following  recommendations  have  been  made  by  the  Policy,  Planning.  Legislation,  and 
Development  Subcommittee  of  the  San  Francisco  Bicycle  Advisor\'  Committee  (BAC).  The 
full  BAC  will  not  meet  until  after  March  21,  the  deadline  for  comments.  If  the  full  BAC 
approves  these  comments,  I  will  send  you  another  letter  after  March  2 1 . 

In  great  cities,  streets  serve  many  ftmctions:  Transportation  by  foot,  and  b\-  human-pouercd 
and  motorized  vehicles,  relaxing,  exchanging  ideas  and  goods,  and  more.  Streets,  squares, 
and  parks  are  a  city's  contribution  to  the  public  life  of  a  societv-.  Tlie\'  make  poHiics  and 
community,  in  the  broadest  and  richest  sense,  possible.  In  San  Francisco,  we  iiaxe  too  lew- 
such  streets. 

The  Embarcadero  should  accommodate  these  man\'  tiinctions.  To  encourage  die  use  of 
bicycles,  a  cheap  (democratic),  clean  (sustainable),  quiet  (allowing  contemplation  .ind 
discussion),  small  alternative  to  the  car.  the  redesign  of  the  Embarcadero  should  include  tlic 
following  features: 

1)       Slow,  recreational  bicyclists  should  be  allowed  on  an>  promenade,  either  through 
public  policy  or  through  design.  Bicycle  commuters  will  nde  in  tlie  street  it"  a  sale 
environment  is  created.  Berlin  and  Rio  de  Janeiro  have  provided  for  bic\cles  on 
sidewalks  through  dilfering  paving.  Rio's  pa\  ing  is  international  1\-  renown. 
Recreational  cycling  is  compatible  with  walking  on  a  wide  promenade,  .ind  will  t\:  an 
attraction  for  families  with  young  children  and  for  visitors. 
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2)  Any  roadway  should  include  a  striped  bike  lane  ("Class  11).  Bike  lanes  encourage 
occasional  and  novice  bicyclists  to  bicycle  more  by  increasing  their  perception  of 
safety  and  by  actually  providing  the  room  to  avoid  opened  car  doors  and  the  worry  of 
being  struck  from  behind. 

3)  There  should  be  no  parking  allowed  on  the  Embarcadero  or.  if  there  is  to  be  parking, 
there  should  parallel  parking  at  all  times.  Prohibiting  the  parking  of  cars  during  "rush 
hours"  only  increases  the  speed  with  which  motorists  move  and  renders  a  bike  lane 
useless  just  when  it  is  most  needed.  There  should  be  no  diagonal  parking,  since 
motorists  often  to  not  see  oncoming  bicyclists  when  backing  out  of  parking  spaces. 

4)  Right-turn  only  lanes  should  not  be  allowed.  This  type  of  lane  is  dangerous  because 
they  place  the  burden  of  maneuvering  on  the  bicyclist  who  wishes  to  proceed,  instead 
of  the  turning  motorisL  creating  confusion  among  both.  They  also  encourage  faster 
speeds  and  inattention  among  motorists. 

5)  There  should  be  stops  for  pedestrian  crossings  wherever  a  street  meets  the 
Embarcadero.  These  give  clues  to  motorists,  bicyclists,  and  pedestrians  that  one  is  in 
a  human-scaled  environment.  These  will  slow  down  motor  traffic  and  improve  safety 
for  pedestrians  and  bicyclists. 

Thank  you  for  incorporating  these  recommendations  into  the  environmental  impact  report. 

Sincerely,  ^  — ^ 


" .f  - 


San  Francisco  Bicycle  Advisory  Comminee 

117  Fillmore  Street 

San  Francisco.  CA  94117 

621  6339 
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March  X6  1994 
Barbara  W.  Sahm 

Office  of  Environmental  review 
Department  of  City  Planning 
450  Mc  Allister  Street 
San  Francisco,   Ca .  94102 


dea.r  Ms  .   Saham , 

As  a  voter  and  resident  of  the  Soma  area  it  has  come  tc 
my  attention  that  the  city  is  proposing  an  off  ramp  on  still.nar. 
street  as  well  as  an  on  ramp  off  harrison  as  well  =s  widening  'r.~ 
sterling  on  ramp.  I  believe  that  this  is  being  callec  alternativ-e 
3.  As  a  resident  and  taxpayer  of  this  area  one  Df  the  reasons  i 
moved  here  was  because  of  the  great  renaissance  this  area  was 
going  thru.  I  ffeel  that  alternative  3  is  a  big  step  backwards. 
The  neighborhood  is  just  starting  to  get  on  its  feet.  With  these 
ramps  you  would  be  creating  a  no  persons  land  much  like  it  was 
when  the  old  ramps  where  up.  In  a  negative  wav  it  would  impact 
foot  traffic,  increase  noise  and  air  quality,  encourage  more 
traffic  congestion  (  i  know  that  there  have  been  studies  done  but 
i  feel  that  how  can  you  move  more  cars  into  a  space  both  on  and 
off  that  is  not  moving  to  begin  with) .  (  as  a  suggestion  whv  not 
finish  280  diverting  the  south  bay  commuters  awa-/  frtra  that 
area).  The  Alt.  3  new  structure  would  be  an  eye  sore  as  they 
where,  before  and  couldn't  the  money  be  put  to  better  use  else 
where. 

Years  of  effort  and  invest.ment  by  residents, 
businesses  and  the  city  (  the  6  year  study  for  the  renaissance  of 
the  Soma  area)  have  gone  into  developing  Soma  into  a  fine 
neighborhood.    How  do  you  plan. to  overcome  these  issues? 

sincerely 


A  Gathering 


Wallis 


461  SECOND  Street  no.  560 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107-1416  M  -M^ 

41  5»546«7641 
41  5«546-7374  [FAX] 
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CITIZENS   for  OPEN  SPACE  and  co  RETAIN  che  VAILLANCOURT  FOUNTAIN 

4A0  Davis  i3ourc ,  •/31I 
San  Francisco,  CA  94  I  I  1 
Founder/Represencacive:  Eula  M.  Waiters 


March    3,  1994 


Barbara   W.  Sahm 

EnvironmeiiCal    Review  Officer, 
Department    of   Ci:y  Planning 
450   McAllister  Street 

San    Francisco, CA      94  102  ^i^VigQj^^^^ 

Re:    Environmental    Impact    Statement/   Environmental    Impact  Report 
involving    alter  n.i  Lives    to    the    Embcircadero    elevated  freeway 
(now   demolished),    and    the    Terminal    Separator    Structure  (TSS). 

As    you    begin    reading    this    first    paragraph    you    will    sav  t.) 
yourself,    "Oh,    com'mon    get    to    the    point."    Eut,    this    is    the  point 
which    deals    with    our    environment    in    San    Francisco:       I    was  get:i;v2 
in   my    car    —    four    stories    up    at    the    Park    Hotel    in    Oaklatid  rece:itl'v 
about    6    o'clock    in    the    afternoon.      Looking   west    toward   San  Francisco 
I    saw    the   most    beautiful    skyline    in    che    world    silhouetted   bv  the 
setting    sun.      Even   with    the   haze, created    by    the    San  Francisco 
smog,    it    was    breathtaking    to   watch    from   a  distance. 

That    sun    has    been    there    for    millions    of    years.       But,  how 
long   will    it    be    able    to    pierce    the    pollutioti    that    we    on  this 
earth    create.       This    brings    us    to    c  h  o    regality    of    increased  surface 
traffic,    increased    noise    and    pollution    since    the    removal    of  the 
Embarcadero    Freeway    and    the  TSS. 

Residents   who    live    in    the    M  I  d  -  E  m  b  a  r  c  a  d  e  r  o    a  r:e  a    have    s  e  e  :i 
a   busy   Drumm   Street    turn    into    a    veritable    freeway    between  Jackson 
Street    and   Market    Streec.      TIi.>r.-    ir,-    six    stop    ligliLs    iliaL  now 
exist    within    three    blocks    whereas    before    there    were    none.  And, 
two    of    the    corners    recently    gained    an    additional    signal  light 
which    reaches    up    and    over    the    center    of    the    street    --  fpLcal 
of    the    type    of    signal    commonly    found    on    open    freeways.      No  respec: 
is    given    to    pedestrians    crossing    at    Drumm    and    WashingtJ(».  For 
instance,    the   moment    the    signal    says   walk,    the    signal    to  scop 
begins    flashing    before    you've    hardly    left    the    curb.      Reporting  this 
condition    gets    no  results. 

The    traffic    chat    once    was    above    ground    has    to    be  cramraed 
into    a    smaller    space    on    the    ground.      Lets    not    ki.d  ourselves, 
the    removal    of    the    Embarcadero    Freeway    beneficed   only    che  owners 
of    property    and    businesses    along    the    area    where    ic  exisCed. 
What    the    residents    in    chis    area    really    get      is    the    loss    oc  a 
fairly   peaceful    neighborhood.      For   now,    che    land   grabbers  have 
arrived    in    different    shapes    and    forms    wanting    co   build   on  che 
only    open    park    (Blocks    202    &    203)    Chac    is    left    in    che  General 
Embarcadero    a  a-e  a  .      Yes,    and   who    is    in    the    forefronc    of  Chis 
project      to   build   on    this    park   and   even    cue    a    road    Chrough  che 
park    from   Clay    to   Washington?      Well,    tio    other    chac    Che  ProjceC 
Manager    of    the   Waterfront    Transportation    Project,    Emilio  Cruz. 
Mr.    Cruz    promotes    b  u  i  I  d  i  n  i>    a    farmer's   m.irket    on    this  park 
but    make    no   mistake,    ic    isn't    the    farmers    who   wane    a  buildi:«g, 
but    the    developers.      The    farmers    are    perfectly   happy    co    sell  oft 
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March  17, 1994 


Barbara  W.  Sahm 
Office  of  Environmental  Review 
Department  of  City  Planning 


CF'ICZ  Zr 


450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Dear  Ms.  Sahm: 

I  am  a  resident  of  the  ClockTower  Lofts  located  between  on  Second  Street 
between  Bryant  and  Harrison  Streets.  As  you  may  know,  the  ClockTower  Lofts 
include  127  live  /work  condominiums  with  roughly  200  tax  paying  voters  living 
there.  With  regards  to  whether  or  not  to  rebuild  the  on  and  off-ramps  to  Highway 
101  and  the  Bay  Bridge,  I  would  like  voice  my  oppositron  to  the  current  proposal 
#3, 1  am  in  favor  of  either  proposal  #1  or  #2.  My  concerns  are  as  follows^ 

In  the  1850-60's  Rincon  Hill/South  Park  was  a  very  affluent  neighborhood. 
It  was  primarily  a  reskjential  area.  In  1869  when  the  "Second  Street  Cut"  was 
implemented  to  facilitate  transport  to  downtown  San  Francisco  the  area  was 
devastated  and  by  the  time  the  1906  earthquake  and  the  Bay  Bridge  was  built  the 
residential  neighborhood  was  no  more.  The  next  60  years  saw  Rincon 
Hill/Second  Street  as  a  light  industrial  part  of  town  and  until  the  early  I990's  no 
one  would  live  in  this  area.  Once  this  area  underwent  restoration  and  new 
developments  were  started  and  the  Bay  Bridge  ramps  and  the  Terminal 
Separator  Structure  were  taken  down,  a  wonderful  little  neighborhood  was 
discovered  and  is  thriving.  More  housing  is  being  restored,  shops,  restaurants 
and  art  galleries  are  opening  and  real  urban  renewal  is  occurring.  If  the  ramps 
proposed  in  Proposal  #3  are  constructed,  as  history  has  already  shown,  this 
neightx)rhood  will  be  devastated  again. 

Parking  is  already  a  problem.  If  the  residential  sticker  area  turns  into  a 
ramp  (Stillman  Street)  then  there  will  be  no  street  parking  at  all  without  parking 
meters. 

Mr.  William  Wycko  has  stated  that  "Alternative  3:  the  Second  Street  off- 
ramp  will  be  located  closer  to  existing  buildings  (The  ClockTower)  than  the  TSS 
was".  Obviously  this  means  much  more  noise,  pollution,  and  darkness  for  our 
building  as  well  as  for  street  traffic  and  other  buildings  in  this  area. 

Third  and  Fourth  Streets  are  like  mini-freeways  going  downtown  and  back. 
Second  Street  is  the  only  street  going  downtown  for  foot  traffic.  Many  people 
including  myself  use  it  to  walk  downtown.  Small  businesses  and  boutiques  have 
opened  on  Second  Street.  All  of  this  would  end  if  this  area  had  new  on/off  ramps 
to  the  bridge/freeway. 

I  understand  that  the  FEMA  funds/loan  needs  to  be  used.  I  personally 
think  that  since  the  City,  State  and  US  are  m  deep  indetrtedness  making 
additional  unnecessary  loans  is  wasteful  but  if  we  feel  a  necessity  to  utilize  this 
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loan  why  not  use  it  to  reinforce  the  Bay  Bridge  which  I  read  in  the  newspapers  is 
not  earthquake  ready. 

Traffic  in  our  area  is  atrocious  especially  during  rush  hour  In  the  evening.  If 
more  ramps  were  added  to  get  onto  the  bridge,  this  would  not  help  the  flow  of 
traffic  rather  it  would  back  up  onto  our  surface  streets  adding  to  the  congestion 
since  the  problem  with  the  traffic  is  the  bridge  is  already  full.  The  solution  to  the 
traffic  problem  downtown  is  either  via  public  transportation  (getting  cars  off  the 
roads)  or  adding  another  bridge/tunnel  not  adding  more  ways  to  get  onto  the 
current  bridge. 

I  am  amazed  that  our  Mayor,  Supen/isors  and  City  Planners  are 
supporting  Alternative  #3  to  accept  a  loan  to  rebuild  freeway  ramps  which  will  not 
improve  traffic  and  will  devastate  a  neighborhood.  I  urge  you  and  all  involved  to 
support  Alternatives  #1  and  #2. 


Sincerely, 


H-140 


Note:   retyped  from  a  handwritten  response  which 

was  not  legible  enough  for  good  reproduction. 


COMMENTS  FORM 

Replacement  Alternatives  for  the  Scoping  Meeting 

Terminal  Separator  Structure  February  28,  1994 

and  Embarcadero  Freeway  State  Building 

Return  to:  Waterfront  Transportation  Projects,  Room  289.  City  Hall.  San  Francisco  94102 

NOTE:  Your  comments  are  important  to  the  environmental  review  process  and  the  preparation  of  the  Environmental 
Impact  Statement/ Environmental  Impact  Report..  Please  let  us  know  your  reaction  to  any  aspect  of  the  study.  You  may 
complete  this  form  now  or  you  may  mail  it,  before  5:00  p.m.  on  March  21, 1994,  to  the  address  shown  above.  USE  OTHER 
SIDE  TO  COMPLETE  YOUR  ANSWERS,  IF  NECESSARY. 

....  „  JoaAnn  Cullom  puoNn:  ^^lO)  286-5222 

NAME  PHONE  


ADDRESS    Caltrans,  P.O.  Box  23660         qyyy      Oakland  yyp  94623 

ORGANIZATION,  IF  ANY  P.a.lif.P.rii.ia.. Depart^   FAX....(.5.1Q.).....2.86-52.29.. 

1.  There  are  several  replacement  alternatives  identified  for  possible  evaluation  and  analysis  in  the  EIS/.;EIR. 
a.  Do  you  think  any  of  these  are  NOT  worth  studying?  Please  explain. 


b.  Are  there  other  alternatives  which  should  be  considered?  Please  explain. 
/ 


2.  The  EIS/EIR  will  consider  a  number  of  environmental  issues  (as  listed  in  the  material  you  received), 
a.  Do  you  have  any  specific  comments  on  any  of  the  issues  listed? 


b.  Are  there  other  environmental  issues  which  should  be  addressed? 


3.  Have  you  any  other  comments  you  wish  to  share  with  the  study  team? 

Once  alternatives  are  presented  to  the  public  at  a  scoping  meeting,    it   is  logical 
to  expect  to  see  those  alternatives  carried  forward   in  the  cnv  i  ronmcnt  .i  1  document 
for  the  project.     I  am  concerned  that  there  are  alternatives  prtvstMitrd   lo  t  lu* 
public  at  this  scoping  meeting  which  will  not  or  may  not  be  carried   forward   in  .i 
full  environmental  analysis.     I  am  also  concerned  that   there  arc  only  .i  tew 
Caltrans  representatives  here  today  and  none   from  the  Federal  HiRhway  Admini.s- 
tration  to  hear  public  input  and/or  give  input.     We  appreciate  your  rcmark.s  at 
the  conclusion  of  the  afternoon  input  session  oxplainin)»  that  you  arc  .seeking 
input  on  the  alternatives. 
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Ms.  Barbara  W.  Sahm,  Environmental  Review  Officer 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Department  of  City  Planning 

Office  of  Environmental  Review 

450  McAllister  Street,  5th  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

• 

Re:     Notice  of  Preparation  (NOP)  of  a  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Report 
(DEIRVDraft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS): 

92.202E  &  94.060E:  Replacement  Alternatives  for  the  Embarcadero  Freeway 
and  the  Terminal  Separator  Structure. 

Dear  Ms.  Sahm: 

Thank  you  for  including  the  California  State  Department  of  Transportation 
(Caltrans)  in  the  early  stages  of  the  environmental  review  process.  We  have 
reviewed  the  NOP  and  forward  the  following  comments: 

1.)  The  Terminal  Separator  Structure/Transbay  Terminal  Preliminary  Report  to 
the  Mayor  dated  March  16,  1993,  points  out  that  "Both  federal  regulations 
governing  use  of  ER  funds  and  SB  181  indicate  that  a  replacement 
transportation  facility  must  be  comparable  in  capacity  and  character  to  the 
previously  existing  facility.  The  CTC. .reaffirmed  that  Federal  ER  and  State 
funds  would  be  available  for  a  Mid-Embarcadero  project  only  if  that  facility 
connects  to  1-80  and  the  Bay  Bridge...."  None  of  the  existing  proposed 
alternatives  seem  to  satisfy  a.)  the  comparable  in  capacity  and  character 
requirement  and  b.)  a  connection  to  1-80  and  the  Bay  Bridge.  The  DEIR/  DEIS 
should  address  these  issues  insofar  as  funding  is  concerned.  Has  the  City 
received  a  waiver  of  these  requirements? 
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2.  )  Relative  to  Alternative  3: 

a.  )  The  proposed  new  on-ramp,  starting  from  Harrison/Essex  intersection  and 

crossing  over  Second  Street  to  connect  with  w/b  80  and  s/b  101  would 
seem  to  require  a  grade  exceeding  the  standard  six  (6)  percent.  Even  were 
an  exception  granted,  would  the  new  ramp  possibly  require  the  closure  of 
Second  Street?  If  so,  what  is  the  impact  on  City  street  traffic? 

b.  )  Construction  of  the  proposed  Second  Street  off-ramp  may  require  sliver 

widening  of  the  existing  Bay  Bridge  approach  structure.  This  may  create 
structural  and  traffic  handling  problems. 

c.  )  Construction  of  the  proposed  Second  Street  off-ramp  may  require  either 

the  narrowing  of  Stillman  Street  or  the  closure  of  Stillman  Street  at 
Second  Street.  Access  to  businesses  along  Stillman  may  be  cut  off.  If  so,  the 
acquisition  of  this  right-of-way  may  be  required.  The  costs  of  possible  right- 
of-way  acquisition  should  be  quantified  as  part  of  the  project  cost. 

d.  )  The  proposed  Fremont  Street  off-ramp  to  Folsom  will  require  a  horizontal 

curve  with  steep  downgrade  which  could  reduce  a  driver's  decision  time 
in  determining  which  direction  to  take  at  the  foot  of  the  ramp. 

e.  )  To  construct  the  proposed  Fremont  Street  off-ramp  closure  of  the  existing 

Fremont  Street  ramp  may  be  required.  The  DEIR/DEIS  should  address  the 
potential  traffic  impacts  of  such  a  closure  on  the  Bay  Bridge  and  City 
streets. 

3.  )  Relative  to  (proposed)  Alternative  7: 

The  DEIR/DEIS  should  address  the  costs  and  construction  constraints  of 
building  below  grade  lines  in  the  area  between  Mission  and  Washington 
streets.  Will  the  former  Embarcadero  Freeway  footings  be  a  major  and  costly 
constraint? 

4.  )  The  DEIR/DEIS  should  address  how  each  of  the  alternatives  will  help 

improve  traffic  flow  into  a.)  the  Financial  District,  b.)  Chinatown,  and  c.) 
North  Beach/Fisherman's  Wharf. 

5.  )  The  impacts  on  existing  and  proposed  MUNI  service  and  Transbay  Terminal 

bus  service  should  be  addressed  under  each  build  scenario. 
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6.  )  The  DEIR/DEIS  should  dearly  state  what  potential  traffic  impacts  will  occur 

during  construction  of  each  alternative.  Will  a  traffic  management  plan  be 
included  in  project  costs?  What  elements  of  a  traffic  management  plan  will  be 
necessary  for  each  alternative? 

7.  )  The  proposed  disposition  of  land  parcels  remaining  from  re-constructing  the 

former  Terminal  Separator  Structure  should  be  disclosed.  Who  will  take 
possession  of  these  parcels  and  will  the  State  be  compensated  if  the  City 
decides  that  the  land  should  be  put  into  residential  and /or  commercial 
development? 

8.  )  The  air  quality  impacts  of  each  alternative  should  be  discussed  in  the 

DEIR/DEIS. 

9.  )  The  DEIR/DEIS  sliould  address  the  impacts  of  all  alternatives  on  the 

movement  of  goods,  especially  related  to  truck  traffic.  Which  alternative  will 
best  help  facilitate  the  delivery  of  goods?  Will  the  proposed  on/off-ramps  at 
Second  Street  (Alternative  3)  have  grades  so  steep  as  to  inhibit  the  movement 
of  trucks  wishing  to  use  them,  and  hence,  hinder  the  movement  of  all  traffic 
in  the  vicinity? 

10.  )  Now  that  the  Joint  Powers  Board  that  governs  CalTrain  has  decided  on  a 
preferred  station  site  at  Market  and  Beale  streets,  how  would  the  construction 
of  each  proposed  alternative  impact  these  plans,  and  vice-versa? 


We  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  work  with  you  on  this  project  and  wish  to 
continue  close  correspondence  on  its  development.  We  look  forward  to  reviewing 
the  DEIR/DEIS.  In  order  to  expedite  our  review,  please  forward  two  copies  to  the 
following  Caltrans  contact: 

Gary  F.  Adams,  Chief 
Caltrans  District  4 
Transportation  Planning  Branch 
P.O.  Box  23660 
Oakland,  CA  94623-0660 
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Should  you  have  any  questions  regarding  these  comments,  please  contact 
Lynne  March  of  my  staff  at  (510)  286-5589. 


Sincerely, 


JOE  BROWNE 
District  Director 


by 


BLESILDA  H:  GEBREYESUS 


Senior  Transportation  Planner 


cc: 


Mike  Chiriatti,  State  Clearinghouse 
Craig  Goldblatt,  MTC 
Patricia  Perry,  ABAC 
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STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA— BUSINESS,  TRANSPORTATION  AND  HOUSING  AGENCY 


PETE  WILSON  Oc^mor 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 


BOX  23660 

OAKLAND,  CA  94623-0660 
(510)  286-4444 
TDD  (510)  286-4454 


April  4,  1994 


SF-080-5.45 
SCH:  94033003 
SF080050 


Ms.  Barbara  W.  Sahm,  Environmental  Review  Officer 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Department  of  City  Plarming 

Office  of  Environmental  Review 

450  McAllister  Street,  5th  Floor 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Re:     92.202E  &  94.060E:  Replacement  Alternatives  for  the  Embarcadero  Freeway 
and  the  Terminal  Separator  Structure. 

Dear  Ms.  Sahm: 

We  wish  to  clarify  a  statement  made  in  our  letter  dated  March  16,  1994,  in 
which  we  commented  on  the  Notice  of  Preparation  (NOP)  of  a  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Report  (DEIR)/Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS)  tor  the 
Replacement  Alternatives  for  the  Embarcadero  Freeway  and  the  Terminal  Separator 
Structure. 

Please  delete  comment  #1,  on  page  1,  in  which  ER  funds  and  SB  181  are 
referenced.  This  issue  is  being  resolved  as  stated  in  Caltrans  letter  of  March  7,  1994, 
signed  by  Joe  Browne,  District  Director.  Our  intention  was  not  to  reopen  the  funding 
issue  as  a  current  constraint  for  the  DEIR/DEI5.  We  apologize  tor  anv  mconvenience 
our  wording  may  have  caused  and  for  creating  any  impression  that  Caltrans  had 
changed  its  thinlcing  regarding  our  desire  to  cooperate  with  the  City  of  San  Francisco. 
We  are  in  no  way  motivated  to  delay  progress  on  the  resolution  of  meeting  the 
transportation  needs  in  this  important  area  within  San  Francisco. 
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Should  you  have  any  questions  regarding  these  comments,  please  contact 
Lynne  March  of  my  staff  at  (510)  286-5589. 


Sincerely, 


JOE  BROWNE 
District  Director 


BLESILDA  H.  GEBREYESUS 


Senior  Transportation  Planner 


cc: 


Mike  Chiriatti,  State  Clearinghouse 
Craig  Goldblatt,  MTC 
Patricia  Perry,  ABAG 
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MTC 

METROPOLITAN 
TRANSPORTATION 
COMMISSION 


Alameda  County 

Edward  R.  GkMPBELL 

E.  WllLIAM  WiTHROW 

Contra  Costa  County 
Tom  Powers 
Sharon  ).  Brown 

Marin  County 

Doug  Wilson 

Napa  County 

Fred  Negri 

San  Francisco- 
City  and  County 

Tom  Hsieh 
Rubin  Glickman 

San  Mateo  County 

Mary  Griffin 
Jane  Bakfr 

Chairwoman 
Santa  Clara  County 

Rod  Dirioon 
James  T.  Beall,  Jr. 

Solano  County 

James  Sperinc 

Sonoma  County 

Peter  C.  Foppiano 

Association  of 
Bay  Area  Governments 
DiANNE  McKENNA 

Vice-Chair 

S.F.  Say  Conservation 
and  Development 
Commission 

AnCELO  J.  SiRACUSA 

State  Business. 
Transportation  and 
Housing  Agency 

Joe  Browne 

U.S.  Depanmeni 
of  Transportation 

William  P.  Duplissea 

U.S.  Depanment 
of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development 

Gordon  H.  McKay 


Executive  Director 

Lawrence  D.  Dahms 

Deputy  Executive  Director 

William  F.  Hein 


March  9,  1994 


Barbara  W.  Sahm 
Environmental  Review  Officer 
Department  of  City  Planning 
City  and  Coimty  of  San  Francisco 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Subject:  NOP  of  EIS/EIR  for  Replacement  Alternatives  for  the 

Embarcadero  Freeway  and  Terminal  Separator  Structure 

Dear  Ms.  Sahm: 

MTC  staff  has  reviewed  the  NOP  and  project  scoping  materials  for  the 
above  referenced  project.  The  City  had  begun  preparation  of  an  EIS/EIR 
for  the  Mid-Embarcadero  Roadway  project.  That  project  has  now  been 
expanded  to  include  evaluation  of  alternatives  to  the  Terminal  Separator 
Structure. 

MTC  had  commented  on  the  NOP  for  the  Mid-Embarcadero  Roadway 
EIS/EIR  (attached).  These  comments  would  generally  still  pertain  to  the 
combined  project  EIS/EIR. 

Although  direct  freeway  access  between  the  Mid-Embarcadero  Roadway 
segment  and  the  freeway  is  not  being  considered,  careful  consideration 
needs  to  be  given  to  ramp  design  so  that  mainline  freeway  operations  are 
not  negatively  impacted. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  the  NOP.  If  we  can  be  of 
any  assistance  in  development  of  the  EIS/EIR,  please  do  not  hesitate  to 
contact  us. 


Sincerely, 


DiHjg^msey 
Planner/.Analyst' 


H  I4'» 


Joseph  P.  Bort  MetroCenter  •  101  Eighth  Streh  •  Oakland,  C.\  'Mh()~-4~()0 
510/464-7700  •  TDD/TTY  510/464-7769  •  FAX  510/464-7H4H 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY    949  POESICIC  AVENUE.  SAN  FRANCISCO.  CALIF  94115  415-673-6664 


MEMORAMDUIVI 
To:  Barbara  Sanm,  DCP-OER 

From:  Peter  Straus,  Director  of  Service  Planning  J 

Subject:  TSS/Mid-gmbarcadgro  51S/e:R  Scoping 

Dale:  March  18,  1994 


These  connmenTs  address  both  the  TSS  Traffic  Study  and  the  EiS/EiR,  since  :he  "^raffle  Analysis  s  3 
component  of  'he  complete  environmental  analysis,  and  any  deficiencies  of  the  former  need  :o  be 
addressed  by  the  latter.  We  would  !ike  to  emphasize  that  we  remain  fully  in  suppoa  of  the  City's 
decision  to  delete  Alternatives  5  and  5  from  further  oonsiceration  on  the  basis  of  the  traffic  analyses 
completed  to  date.  We  do,  however,  believe  the  aaditionai  'terns  summarized  beiow,  all  of  whicn  nave 
been  discussed  previously  among  city  staff,  must  be  induced  in  the  environmental  analyses  :n  orcer 
to  refine  and  select  among  the  alternatives  which  remain: 

1)  The  consultant  should  complete  the  traffic  study  that  was  started  :o  guide  the  c:t^/'s 
decision  on  the  preferred  alternatives. 

2)  The  EIS/EIR  needs  to  contain  a  more  compiete  Incident  analysis,  since  the  -requency 
of  incidents  affecting  the  operation  of  the  system  is  so  high,  and  specifically  acarass 
transit  operations. 

3)  The  traffic  model  needs  to  better  replicate  the  transit  operational  conditions  that  have 
existed  since  the  1989  earthquake,  especiaily  on  1st  Street  and  Frem.ont,  as  compared 
to  pre-earthquake  conditions.  Approaches  to  doing  so  were  discussed  at  star* 
meetings  with  the  consultants,  but,  to  date,  this  has  not  oeer  done. 

4)  The  traffic  model  needs  to  be  run  with  the  transit  mitigation  measures  :n  place. 

5)  Additional  transit  mitigation  measures  need  to  be  looked  at  for  1  st  Street  and  Fremont. 

I  apologize  for  our  tardiness  in  getting  this  memo  to  you  and  its  brevity.  Please  call  me  at  323-olCO 
if  you  have  any  questions.  Thanks. 


cc:        H  Gitelman,  DCP 
B  Wycko,  DCP 
JB  Stein 
K  Gilbert 
P  Straus 
R  Niewiarowski 
D  Watry  (2) 
SP  Chron 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  CCMWiSSiC.Ni  :;TY  ANC  CC'JNTV  CP  3AN  rPlANCISCC 


t  A  N 


F  R   A  N  C  I   •  C  O 


Oiiv  ■'5-  Onunv  of  S.F. 
ueQi.  oi  C'ny  riannint 


City  and  County  of  San  Frandsco 


FRANK  M.  JORDAN,  Mayor 

JOHN  E.  NEWUN.  Exacuttve  Director 


OEPARTHENr  OF  PARKINQ  «  TRAFFIC 


OFFICE  OF 
-^iiVIRCNIVlENTAL  RC/lE^.v 


February  28,  1994 


Hillary  Gitelman 

Office  of  Environmental  Review 

Department  of  City  Planning 

450  McAllister  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Dear  Ms.  Gitelman: 

This  letter  recommends  a  change  in  the  description  of 
alternatives  for  the  Terminal  Separator  Structure  and  the 
Embarcadero  Freeway. 

Alternatives  2,   3,  and  4,  as  described,  state  that  "The 
Embarcadero,  between  Folsom  Street  and  Howard  Street,  would  be 
realigned  to  conform  with  the  South  Embarcadero  alignment."  This 
suggests  that  there  would  be  two  lanes  each  direction  in  this 
block.     We  would  like  this  changed  to  two  lanes  plus  a 
parking/towaway  lane  for  each  direction. 

We  understand  that  there  is  no  physical  space  limitation  to 
adding  a  third  lane  northbound  at  this  location-     And  we  feel 
that  an  additional  lane  is  desirable  since  Folsom  will  likely 
become  a  major  access  point  to  The  Embarcadero.     The  Folsom 
Street  traffic,  when  added  to  the  South  Embarcadero  traffic,  will 
likely  require  an  additional  lane  of  traffic. 

Note  that  this  recommendation  does  not  preclude  the  possibility 
of  narrowing  or  bulbing  the  north  crosswalk  at  Folsom  Street  to 
reduce  pedestrian  crossing  time.     This  possibility  should  be 
evaluated  in  the  design  stage  of  the  project. 

Therefore,  we  recommend  a  change  in  the  description  of  all 
alternatives  to  include  two  lanes  plus  towaway  northbound  between 
Folsom  and  Howard  Streets  on  The  Embarcadero. 

Sincerely , 


John  E.  Newlin 
Executive  Director 


cc:     Emilio  Cruz 

Waterfront  Transportation  Projects 

Office  of  the  Chief  Administrative  Officer 

Room  289  City  Hall 
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(415)554-PARK 


FAX  (415)  554-9834 


25  Van  Nms  Av«.,  Suit*  410 


San  Francnco,  CA  »4  1  0:-45  78 


APPENDIX  I 


Lists  of  Participants  in  Scoping  Process 

•  Attendees  at  Scoping  Meeting 

-  General  Public  (pp.  I-l  thru  1-3) 

-  Government  Agencies  (p.  1-4) 

-  Media  (p.  1-5) 

•  Presenters  of  Oral  Testimony 

-  Session  I  (p.  1-6) 

-  Session  II  (p.  1-7) 

•   Presenters  of  Written  Testimony 
■  Total  list  (pp.  1-8  thru  I-IO) 

-  By  petition  (p.  1-11) 

-  By  "comments"  form  (p.  1-12) 
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Alternatives   to   TSS/EF   Scoping  Process 


Entire  Name 

Representing 

Yukio  Adachi 

Karen  B.  Alschuler 

SMWM  (Simon  Martin  Winkelstein  Morris) 

Paul  Anderson 

Steven  Apple  ton 

PubUc  Affairs  Management 

Ian  Ayers 

Meade  Boutwell 

Peter  Brouwer 

Larry  Brown 

Lisa  Burke 

SMWM  (Simon  Martin  Winkelstein  Morris) 

John  Buss 

Bayside  Plaza/Steuart  St.  Owners 

F.  Joseph  Butler 

Russian  Hill  Neighbors 

Gordon  Chester 

Jim  Collins 

South  Of  Market  Residents 

Candice  Conger 

Cellular  One 

Virginia  Conway 

Charles  W.  Coones 

Vera  Cort 

Robert  J.  Cort,  Sr. 

Property  Owners 

Carolyn  Dee 

Downtown  Association  of  S.  F. 

Vernon  DeMars 

DeMars  &  Maletic 

Gerald  Fabian 

Tom  Faenzi 

Foreign  Trade  Services 

Jose  1.  Farran 

Pat  Flanagan 

Fisherman's  Wharf  Merchants  Assn. 

William  J.  Flynn 

Hartmut  Gerdes 

Square  One  Film  &  Video 

James  W.  Haas 

Civic  Pride! 

Douglas  Hall 

Cole  Valley  Improvement  Assn. 

Tom  Havey 

Ms.  Jane  Herzog 

San  FranciscoTomorrow 

Sue  Hestor 

Attorney  At  Law 

Philip  V.  Hoffman 

Jasmine  Kaw 

Chinatown  Resource  Center 

Phil  Kern 

The  Jefferson  Compan\ 

Walter  C.  Kocian 

Wai  Ching  Kwan 

Chinatown  Resource  Center              '  i 

Attended    Scoping    Meeting,   2/28/94   (General  Public) 


Alternatives   to   TSS/EF   Scoping  Process 


Kntire  Name 

Representing 

Andreas  Kyriakou 

Clocktower  Homeowners  Assn. 

Rick  Laubscher 

Helena  Lawton 

PR/Ed  For  The  Arts/ Architecture 

Nelson  Lefkovits 

Niko  Letunic 

Michael  Levin 

Enid  Lim 

Chinatown  TRIP 

Dr.  Tom  Lu 

Parsons  Brinckerhoff  Quade  &  Douglas 

Carl  Maletic 

DeMars  &  Maletic 

Francis  Mathews 

MDC  Properties 

James  R.  McCarthy 

Robert  Meyers 

Folsom  Improvement  Group  (FIG) 

Arthur  H.  Michel 

Stewart  Morton 

Russian  Hill  Improvement  Assn. 

Andy  Nash 

San  Francisco  Tomorrow 

Jim  Ogren 

Rose  Pak 

Chmese  Chamber  Of  Commerce 

Maunce  Palumbo 

Tito  Patri 

Darrell  R.  Pieper 

Calif.  Cement  Promotion  Council 

Chris  Reynolds 

Scott  Roland 

Norman  Rolfe 

Timothy  Rood 

William  Schuppel 

Craig  Shear 

Michael  Smiley 

Sasaki  Associates 

Lisa  L.  Smith 

Marathon  Buildings  Group 

John  F.  Smyth 

Blue  Shield  Or  California 

N.  Sunaharu 

Robert  M.  Tibbits 

Telegraph  Hill  Dwellers 

Steve  Van  Pelt 

Tandem  Computers 

Andrew  Vesselinovitzh 

SF  Bicycle  Advisory  Committee 

Karen  Wallsten 

Parsons  Brmckerhoff  Quade  &  Douglas 

Eula  M.  Walters 

For  Open  Space     aillancourt  Fountain 

Grant  Wilson 

2   1 

Attended    Scoping   Meeting,   2/28/94   (General  Public) 


Alternatives   to  TSS/EF   Scoping  Process 


Entire  Name 

Representing 

Jane  Winslow 

Attended    Scoping   Meeting,   2/28/94   ((ieneral  Public) 


Alternatives   to   TSS/EF   Scoping  Process 


Entire  Name 

Representing 

Mana  Cresci 

Caltrans  District  4 

JoAnn  Cullom 

Caltrans  District  4 

Michael  J.  Deasy 

Caltrans  Distnct  4 

Ryn  Inoue 

Caltrans  District  4 

jaKe  Louie 

L.aiirans  uisinci  ^ 

uon  ividnning 

Jetr  Weiss 

L-aiirans  uistnci  4 

Paul  Maltzer 

uepi.  ui  i^iiy  riannmg 

Hillary  Gitelman 

uept.  ui  Ulty  riannmg,  utK 

Jack  Fleck 

Dept.  Ur  Parking  &  1  rariic 

Martha  Ketterer 

Uept.  Ui  ruDlic  WorKS 

jenniier  kj  i^onnor 

uept.  \Jl  rUDllC  worKs 

rjruce  rsemnarQ 

reaerai  i  ransit  Aummistration 

ivUil  INlCWldJU  vValVi 

MTTNT 

lVlUi>l 

uuncan  wairy 

N/!7  TMT 
IVlUiNl 

LydJl  nuUdpp 

1  uii  wi  ooii  rrdJicioCU 

1  nomds  y^onidCL 

or  Keaeveiopmeni  A.gency 

William  Neilson 

Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 

Emilio  Cruz 

Waterfront  Transportation  Projects 

Sharyn  Saslafsky 

Waterfront  Transportation  Projects 

Leonard  Tom 

Waterfront  Transportation  Projects 

• 

-4   

• 

ed    Scoping    Meeting,    2/28/94   (Government  agencies) 


I 


Alternatives   to   TSS/EF   Scoping  Process 


Entire  Name 

Gerald  Adams 
Li  Hing  Lew 
Kai-Ping  Liu 
Shih-Wei  Lu 


Representing 

S.  F.  EXAMINER 
Sing  Tao  Daily 
Sing  Tao  Daily 
World  Journal 


1 
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Attended    Scoping    Meeting,    2/28/94  (Media) 


Alternatives   to   TSS/EF   Scoping  Process 


Kntire  Name 

R6nr6S6ntin2 

F.  Joseph  Butler 

Russian  Hill  Neighbors 

Jim  Collins 

South  Of  Market  Residents 

Robert  J.  Cort,  Sr. 

Property  Owners 

Vernon  DeMars 

DeMars  &  Maletic 

William  J.  Flynn 

Philip  V.  Hoffman 

Carl  Maletic 

DeMars  &  Maletic 

Francis  Mathews 

MDC  Properties 

Robert  Meyers 

Folsom  Improvement  Group  (FIG) 

Arthur  H.  Michel 

Stewart  Morton 

Russian  Hill  Improvement  Assn. 

Eula  M.  Walters 

For  Open  Space  A^aillancourt  Fountain 

6   1 

Presented  Oral  Comments,  2/28/94;   Noon  -  2:00  p.m. 


Alternatives   to   TSS/EF   Scoping  Process 


H/niire  jxame 

Representing 

Ian  Ayers 

F.  Joseph  Butler 

Russian  Hill  Neighbors 

Pat  Flanagan 

Fisherman's  Wharf  Merchants  Assn. 

James  W.  Haas 

Civic  Pride! 

Sue  Hestor 

Attomey  At  Law* 

Wai  Ching  Kwan 

Chinatown  Resource  Center 

Andreas  Kyriakou 

Clocktower  Homeowners'  Assn. 

Rick  Laubscher 

Niko  Letunic 

Michael  Levin 

Enid  Lim 

Chinatown  TRIP 

Carl  Maletic 

DeMars  &  Maletic 

Arthur  H.  Michel 

Andy  Nash 

San  Francisco  Tomorrow 

Rose  Pak 

Chinese  Chamber  Of  Commerce 

Tito  Patri 

Norman  Rolfe 

Steve  Van  Pelt 

Tandem  Computers 

Andrew  Vesselinovitzh 

SF  Bicycle  Advisory  Committee 

Eula  M.  Walters 

For  Open  Space  A^aillancourt  Fountain 

*    Spoke    on    behalf  of: 

Chinatown  TRIT 

Chinatown     Resourte  (enter 

Chinese    Chamber    of    (  ommerce 

Presented   oral   comments,   2/28/94;   5:30   -   7:30   p.m.  session 
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Alternatives   to   TSS/EF   Scoping  Process 


Entire  Name 

R  e  p  r  e  s  e  n  t  i  n  je 

JNeai  Aimgren 

mise  £>eriicevicn 

iVllJULCI  ncciiidii,  lilC 

UOUgldS  /\.  rxjuiii 

Peter  Brouwer 

Jacob  Brown 

Larry  Brown 

Marci  Brown 

1  om  &  Carol  Durknart 

r.  josepn  ijuiier 

Riicciori  Hill  WpioViKnr<i 

rVLlooldll   11111        tl^llLy^Jl  o 

jonn  oyru 

/A.dUll   ij  It  UlllClllll   tX.    iVoo*_'V'lClLt  l3 

ri.  caramia 

Iw^drdlllld  UCSlgll 

KuDye  cerveiii 

Tom  &  Lisa  Chauncey 

Gordon  Chester 

jonnson  \^now 

Robert  J.  cole 

Jim  Collins 

ooum  wi  ividrKei  ixesiQenis 

Peggy  Cross 

Steve  Cross 

vemon  uejviars 

ueiviars  ividieiic 

Cassandra  Domak 

jvianne  i  ermmais  corporation 

ivionicd  uuv^idUQ 

Niels  Erich 

Reid  Ewing 

1  isa  rmiey 

William  J.  riynn 

rianK  rora 

JOy  VJlCllWIlglll 

/\CCClCldlCU  1111 UI lildllUll,  lllC 

Ted  Glenwright 

Accelerated  Voice 

Jonn  L.  vjrott 

Clocktower  Lofts  Homeowners  Assn. 

uougias  riaii 

coie  valley  improvement  Assn. 

jane  ridncocK 

Louise  Herrero 

Sue  Hestor 

Attomey  At  Law* 

Kimberly  A.  Higley 

Harbor  View  Mgt.,  Inc. 

Thomas  Higley 

Submitted    written  comments 


Alternatives   to   TSS/EF   Scoping  Process 


Entire  Name 

Kepreseniing 

Stephen  S.  Huey 

Neal  Johnson 

Neal  Johnson 

Sierra  Consultants 

Nancy  Kelber 

Haldane  E.  King 

Gary  Kleinman 

Aeron  Stedmann  &  Associates 

K.K.  Koryk 

Richard  Kung 

Andreas  Kyriakou 

Clocktower  Homeowners'  Assn. 

Beverly  Labin 

Gary  T.  Lang 

The  Clocktower  Lofts 

Lee  Anne  M.  Lang 

Helena  Lawton 

PR/Ed  For  The  Arts/ Architecture 

Kevin  Lee 

Niko  Letunic 

Carl  Maletic 

DeMars  &  Maletic 

Liz  Manning 

Francis  Mathews 

MDC  Properties 

Janice  Mathews 

MDC  Properties 

James  R.  McCarthy 

MDC  Properties 

Petition  By  27  Residents/Businesses 

Arthur  L.  Meader,  III 

Robert  Meyers 

Folsom  Improvement  Group  (FIG) 

Arthur  H.  Michel 

Mary  S.  Mocas 

Laura  Moncrief 

EdNg 

Mark  Paglietti 

Karen  S.  Pell 

600  Harrison  Owners  &  Tenants 

Bruce  Potterton 

Potterton/West  Advertising 

Vic  Reyna 

Chris  Reynolds 

Alice  Rogers 

Communications 

Ed  Rogers 

Steven  Rosenberg 

Warner  H.  Schmaiz 
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tted    written  comments 


Alternatives   to   TSS/EF   Scoping  Process 


Entire  Name 


Representing 


Fred  Schwann 
Rosalind  Scott 
George  W.  Selland 
Richard  Silva 
Aeron  Stedmann 
Gerhard  StoU 
Thomas  L.  Thron 
Robert  M.  Tibbits 
Benson  Tong 
Andrew  Vesselinovitch 
Charles  Wallis 
Eula  M.  Walters 
Fred  Weaver 
Ann  Wessling 
Tammie  White 
EdZak 


Aeron  Stedmann  &  Associates 


Telegraph  Hill  Dwellers 
Washington  Street  Sportswear 
SF  Bicycle  Advisory  Committee 
A  Gathering 

For  Open  Space  aillancourt  Fountain 
Aeron  Stedmann  &  Associates 


Written    comments    submitted    on    behalf  of: 
Chinatown  TRIP 
Chinatown     Resource  Center 
Chinese    Chamber    of  Commerce 
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Submitted    written  comments 


Alternatives   to   TSS/EF   Scoping  Process 


Hfniire  i^ianic 

ivcpreseniing 

Neal  Almgren 

Jacob  Brown 

Peggy  Cross 

Steve  Cross 

Niels  Erich 

Tisa  Finley 

Hank  Ford 

Joy  Glenwright 

Accelerated  Information,  Inc. 

Jane  Hancock 

Louise  Herrero 

Nancy  Kelber 

Haldane  E.  King 

K.K.  Koryk 

Liz  Manning 

Francis  Mathews 

MDC  Properties 

Laura  Moncrief 

EdNg 

Mark  Paglietti 

Vic  Reyna 

Ed  Rogers 

Fred  Schwann 

George  W.  Selland 

Richard  Silva 

Benson  Tong 

Washington  Street  Sportswear 

Charles  Wallis 

A  Gathering 

Fred  Weaver 

EdZak 

Signatories   to   petition   submitted   by   MDC  Properties 
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Alternatives   to   TSS/EF   Scoping  Process 


Entire  Name 

Representing 

Peter  Brouwer 

Larry  Brown 

F.  Joseph  Butler 

Russian  riiii  iNeignoors 

Jim  &  Rokhand  Collins 

boutn  Ui  MarKet  Kesiaenis 

Douglas  Hall 

L^oic  Valley  iinprovcniciii 

XT          1      T  1 

Neal  Johnson 

Richard  Kung 

Andreas  Kynakou 

Clocktower  oomeowners  A.ssn. 

Tr\  ITT—'  

Beverly  Labin 

Gary  T.  Lang 

1  ne  v_.iucKiuwci  i^uiio 

Niko  Letunic 

Carl  Maletic 

uejviars  <k  jviaieiic 

James  K.  MCL^artny 

Arthur  L.  Meader,  HI 

Arthur  H.  Michel 

Chris  Reynolds 

Rosalind  Scott 

• 

2 

• 

"Comments  Form"  Used;  Reported  in  Appendix  F 
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